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PREFACE 


As in my Commentary on Revelation so also in this Commen- 
tary I have been often obliged to break with the traditions of 
the elders—alike ancient and modern—and to pursue my path 
unaccompanied by any of my great predecessors in this field of 
research, But there is no great scholar in the past who has 
made contributions to our knowledge of this Old Testament Seer, 
to whom I am not under the deepest obligations. These obli- 
gations have been duly recorded where I am conscious of them 
and the occasion required. I have not, however, made it a practice 
to enumerate all the scholars who have supported any particular 
emendation or interpretation I have adopted. No more have 
I done so, when the suffrages of all the learned world are against 
me, and when I have had to reject their guidance, and pursue my 
own solitary path. But in any real contribution I may have made 
in this work to the emendation and interpretation of Daniel, I can 
seldom make any claim to merit, seeing that with the exception 
of Dr. Montgomery in his Commentary in the International 
Critical Commentary Series, all my forerunners in the study of 
Daniel have been handicapped in many respects owing to the 
lack of an Aramaic grammar’ which dealt with the historical 
development of the language, a lack which it is now possible 
in a great degree to make good through the discovery of the in- 
valuable Elephantine papyri and various isolated inscriptions. 
But since no attempt was made till last year to supply this lack, 
I was obliged to make a first hand study of the CZS, the Elephan- 

1 Kautzsch’s splendid grammar (1884) is limited to Biblical Aramaic. It was 
not till 1927, when Baumgartner published his very admirable and compressed 
study ‘Das Aramaische im Buche Daniel’ in the ZATW 1927, 81-133, that 
a comprehensive view of the development of Aramaic from the eighth century 
B.c. to the first century B.C. was laid before the world of scholars. In the 
same year Bauer and Leander published their Gramm. d. Biblisch-Aramdischen, 
which, though not so able and stimulating, is very helpful to the student of 
Aramaic. Unfortunately my Commentary had been sent into the Oxford Press 
six months before these works appeared, and I had to pursue my work indepen- 
dently. Happily I have been able to avail myself of their help in my Introduc- 


tion, though from time to time I have been obliged to adopt different views 
both in respect of the grammar and the actual extent of the original text. 
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tine papyri and other, for the most part, fragmentary survivals of 
Aramaic from the eighth century down to the second century B.c. 
The results of this study are given in §§ 17-21 of the Introduction. 
Some months after my Commentary had been sent to the Oxford 
Press, I had the great satisfaction of receiving from Professor 
Baumgartner an elaborate sketch of this development which con- 
firmed in the main the conclusions at which I had already arrived, 
and helped to enrich my own treatise. Fortunately for my 
readers and myself my Introduction was only in part written 
though a vast accumulation of materials, digested and undigested, 
was at my disposal for the completion of this task in the briefest 
form possible. I need hardly add that Professor Baumgartner’s 
conclusions and mine own do not always agree, but in the main 
they lead to the same goal. Moreover, though his treatment of 
individual forms is often fuller than mine, there are several 
distinctive idioms which he has failed to recognize. 

Without such a study of the development of Aramaic we can- 
not interpret our author. The importance of such an historical 
study of Aramaic may be illustrated by two out of nearly thirty 
expressions. In Aramaic down to 300 B.c.—in fact down to the 
second century B.c., so far as I can discover, the Aramaic order 
of words in mentioning an Oriental monarch was always ‘ Nebu- 
chadnezzar the King’: but never ‘King Nebuchadnezzar’. The 
impression given is that there was only one King. The rest 
were Kinglets, petty rulers. Ezra, which in its present form is 
dated by Driver c. 300 B.c., always reproduces this idiom faith- 
fully. Cf. Introduction, § 20. dd. But Daniel, in keeping with the 
usage of the second century B.c., uses the later order of this phrase 
‘King Nebuchadnezzar ’ once out of every three times. Neither 
Baumgartner nor Montgomery nor anyone else so far as I know 
has noticed this fact. Again in Daniel the proper preposition 
after the verb ‘to say’ in addressing a Divine Being or a semi- 
divine (as an Eastern monarch) was ‘before’—not ‘to’. See 
Introduction, §20, w. This usage is common in the New Testament 
and always in the Targums, as Dalman points out. Even in 
Egypt a subject never spoke ‘to’ the King, but ‘before’ him. 
Now the interpolator of 4°~"* (61 in Daniel has not the slightest 
knowledge of the author’s usage, and actually represents the great 
Eastern potentate Nebuchadnezzar as reporting his address to 
the wise men in the following phrase: ‘I told the dream BEFORE 
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them’, 44, A similar blunder occurs in the next verse. It is 
worth observing that the LXX omits this passage and thus con- 
firms the above conclusion. This passage includes other idioms 
conflicting with our author’s usage. Accordingly a large section 
of the Introd. is devoted to the grammatical development of 
Aramaic idioms, so far as these have any bearing on the Ara- 
maic of our text. 

With regard to the Versions I have made the best use I could 
of them in their present condition. But they all require to be 
critically edited. Notwithstanding, their evidence, even as they 
are, is invaluable. Owing to the lack of space I have not dis- 
cussed them, save in the case of the pre-Theodotion version, 
of which a genuine fragment is, I feel convinced, preserved 
in Justin Martyr, Déal. 31. See Introd., § 13 (c) n.: § 25. 
I have not even mentioned the three Additions to the 
Versions. They and their bibliography are dealt with in the 
Apocrypha and Pseudepigrapha which I edited for the Oxford 
Press in 1913. 

Furthermore, though I had intended to give a brief historical 
sketch of the history of the Eastern Empires, so far as our 
author was concerned with them, for the same lack of space I 
have been obliged to relinquish this intention. At the same time 
these historical questions have been concisely dealt with in the 
special Introductions to Chapters 5 and 6 and in Introd. § 26. 

Notwithstanding recent attempts to establish the sixth century 
date of our author, I cannot but regard it as an absolutely hopeless 
task. Even linguistically it is now possible to prove the later 
date. 

Again I may remark that though many of the greatest Semitic 
scholars have edited Daniel, not one of them seems to have had 
a first hand knowledge of the characteristics of Apocalyptic out- 
side Daniel. It is not strange, therefore, that they fail often to 
observe special characteristics of this type of literature. I may add 
three examples out of many, wherein such a knowledge is indis- 
pensable. In 114144 there are two interpolations, which are 
impossible in literature of this type. The apocalyptist never 
designates the national enemies of Israel by their actual names, 
especially when the events occur near or in the time of the actual 
writer. Again no apocalyptist was ever guilty of the incredible 
irreverence of calling God ‘an old man’ (Dan. 7°), an irreverence 
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which is camouflaged by the splendid English phrase ‘an ancient 
of days’. Yet no commentator save myself has ever censored 
this impossible phrase, as I did in my small Commentary. 
Since then I have found my early emendation of that phrase 
into ‘like unto an ancient of days’ actually in Clem. Alex., 
Paed. ii. 10 (c. A.D. 200) and in the LXX in 7} (c. 145 B.C.). 

In publishing this Commentary my chief claim is, so far as 
possible, to recover the oldest form of the text, and to interpret 
that text in conformity with the usages of Jewish Apocalyptic.’ 

When the renderings in the Translation differ from those in 
the Commentary, as they do in a few cases, the former are to 
be accepted as my final conclusions and not the latter. 

Finally I cannot refrain from expressing my deep gratitude, 
first of all to the Secretary of the Press and his assistants and 
next to the Printer, the readers and compositors for their unfail- 
ing courtesy, patience, and skilled service in the publication of a 
Commentary and Translation, which involved a continuous 
revision of the entire text, and which has proved to be the most 
difficult of all my studies in an experience of nearly forty years 
of research in apocalyptic literature. 


R fia 


4 LittLe Croisters, WESTMINSTER ABBEY 
August 1928. 


1 By a special arrangement made in 1912 with Messrs. T. C. and E. C. Jack 
I reserved the right of reproducing in this larger Commentary paragraphs or 
sections contained in the small Commentary which was published in the 
Century Bible in 191g. 
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INTRODUCTION 
$1. Short Account of the Book. 


(a) Historical Antecedents. In the closing years of the Syrian 
domination of Palestine, Antiochus Epiphanes sat on the throne 
of Syria. With his invasions of Egypt and other countries we 
are not here concerned, but only with his dealings with the Jews. 
His ambition was to hellenize the various provinces and peoples 
of his great empire. In this aim he met with little opposition 
except in Judea, and even there he secured without difficulty 
the support of the hellenizing High Priests. Thus the High 
Priest Jason, a creature of Antiochus, who had superseded his 
brother, the faithful High Priest Onias III, set up a Greek 
gymnasium in Jerusalem, to join in the games of which the very 
priests abbreviated the sacred services of the Temple. Through 
his agency also contributions were sent for the celebration of the 
festival of Heracles at Tyre. Jason was succeeded by Menelaus, 
who had secured the High Priesthood by the promise of a huge 
sum of money to Antiochus, a sum which he was unable to raise 
save through plunder of the Temple treasury. For rebuking 
this treacherous act, Onias III, referred to above, paid for his 
fidelity with his life. In 170 B.c., while Antiochus was warring 
in Egypt, the rumour that he had fallen encouraged the exile 
Jason to make an attempt to recover the High Priesthood. This 
attempt led to much bloodshed in Jerusalem, and Antiochus on 
his return treated the Jews with the utmost severity. 

Multitudes of men, women, and children, were put to the 
sword, and thousands were sold into slavery. ‘This visit of 
Antiochus closed with his seizure of the last treasures of the 
Temple. Thus the Jews suffered from without as well as from 
within, but the cup of their sorrow was not yet full. Two years 
later Antiochus marched with a vast force into Egypt with the 
intention of making the kingdom of the Ptolemies a province of 
his own Empire. 

But when his plans seemed on the eve of fulfilment he was 
met by envoys from Rome, who required him, on the penalty 
of joining issue with the Republic itself, to withdraw at once 
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from Egypt. Enraged and embittered, Antiochus turned home- 
ward, resolved now to devote all his power to the hellenization 
of Judea. With this object in view he forbade the observance 
of the Sabbath and the practice of the rite of circumcision. The 
sacrifices of the Temple were done away with, and every form 
of Jewish worship and ceremonial. The sacred books were 
destroyed, and the Temple dismantled and laid waste. The 
walls of the city were overthrown, and a fortress erected com- 
manding the Temple enclosure. But the culminating horror ot 
this awful time was yet to come. On the 15th of December, 
168 B.c., a heathen altar was planted on the site of the great 
altar of burnt offering, in honour of Olympian Zeus. On the 
25th of the same month the profanation of the sacred precincts 
was consummated by the sacrifice of swine on the altar. Further- 
more, every city and village was required to build temples and 
raise idolatrous altars on which swine were to be sacrificed 
daily. 

At last the anguish of the faithful Jews became unendurable 
and an insurrection burst forth at Modein, under the leadership 
of Mattathias and his five stalwart sons. All that were zealous 
for the Law and the Covenant speedily joined them, and amongst 
these notably the Hasidim, or the league of the pious ones. This 
small body of Jews met with many marvellous successes. Not- 
withstanding, in the face of the vast forces of Syria, the Jews 
could repose no hope in their own powers. If they were to 
succeed it could not be in reliance on an arm of flesh. Now it 
was just at this crisis, this hour of mingled hope and despair, 
that the Book of Daniel ‘appeared with its sword-edge utterance, 
its piercing exhortation to endure in face of the despot, and its 
promise, full of Divine joy, of near and full salvation. No dew 
of heaven could fall with more refreshing coolness on the parched 
ground, no spark from above alight with a more kindling power 
on the surface so long heated with a hidden glow. With winged 
brevity the book gives a complete survey of the history of the 
kingdom of God upon earth, showing the relations which it had 
hitherto sustained in Israel to the successive great heathen 
empires of the Chaldaeans, Medo-Persians, and Greeks—in 
a word, towards the heathenism which ruled the world; and 
with the finest perception it describes the nature and individual 
character of Antiochus Epiphanes and his immediate predeces- 
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sors so far as was possible in view of the great events which had 
just occurred. Rarely does it happen that a book appears as 
this did, in the very crisis of the times, and in a form more suited 
to such an age, artificially reserved, close and severe, and yet 
shedding so clear a light through obscurity, and so marvellously 
captivating. It was natural that it should soon achieve a success 
entirely corresponding with its inner truth and glory. And so, 
for the last time in the literature of the Old Testament, we have 
in this book an example of a work which, having sprung from 
the deepest necessities of the noblest impulses of the age, can 
render to that age the purest service ; and which by the develop- 
ment of events immediately after, receives with such power the 
stamp of Divine witness that it subsequently attains imperishable 
sanctity 1. 

(6) Pseudonymous character of the Book. The pseudonymous 
character of this book has been a source of great trouble to many, 
but to the student who is acquainted with the facts of the time, 
it is obvious that, if the book were to realize the end it aimed at, 
it could not have been otherwise than pseudonymous.? Owing 
to the Law having achieved an absolute supremacy, the calling 
of the prophet had ceased to exist, and there was no room for 
a religious teacher, except in so far as he was a mere exponent 
of the Law. From this it followed that all real advances to 
a higher theology could appear only in works of a pseudonymous 
character. Accordingly, when a man of God felt that he had 
a message to deliver to his people, he was obliged to cast it in 
this form. And thus it was that the brilliant visionary, to whom 
we owe the Book of Daniel, issued under the name of an ancient 
worthy this book of transcendant worth not only to his own, but 
to all after ages. It has taught to mankind many imperishable 
lessons, and of these there is none nobler than the incomparable 
testimony of the three Confessors when, in answer to Nebuchad- 
nezzar’s demand: ‘ What god can deliver you out of my hands’, 
they reply: ‘We have no need to answer thee in this matter ; 
for there is a God whom we serve, who is able to deliver us... 
and he will deliver us out of thy hands, O King: but if not... 
we will not serve thy god nor worship the golden image which 
thou hast set up’ (3'7). 


1 Ewald, v. 305 (translated by Stanley). 
2 See fuller treatment of this question in § 2. 
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(c) Originally written in Aramaic, 1-2**, 8-12 were translated 
into Hebrew at latest before 153 8.c. The Book of Daniel was, 
as I hope to prove, written originally in Aramaic, and 1-2** and 
8-12 were subsequently translated into Hebrew.’ In these 
chapters the Aramaic original was superseded by the Hebrew. 
Now since the book is divided into xarratives (1-6) and visions 
(7-12), we should expect that this division of the book as to its 
subject matter would correspond with the linguistic division of 
the book. But a comparison of the above facts shows that this 
is not so. Hence Dalman has ascribed 1-6 to an earlier writer 
and 7-12 to our author. A redactor then took the two works in 
hand and translated 1-2** into Hebrew and 7 into Aramaic and 
issued the two works as one. This hypothesis, though it has 
been developed in various forms by Torrey, Hélscher, Preis- 
werk, and Montgomery, is very arbitrary, save in so far as it 
maintains that 1-2‘? is a reversion into Hebrew. With Mont- 
gomery’s hopeless attempt to distinguish the Aramaic of 7 from 
that of 2*»-6 I have dealt exhaustively in § 7. 

The conclusion that Daniel was written originally in Aramaic 
is confirmed by the fact that there appear to be three distinct 
types of Hebrew in 1-2** and 8~12, the first appearing in 1-2*4, 
the second in 8-10, 12 (?), and the third in rr. See &§ ro-11. 
If the conclusions of the present writer are valid in this respect, 
then the hypothesis of a Daniel written originally in Hebrew 
may be dismissed from further consideration. 

The Book of Daniel was an appeal to the majority of the 
faithful Jews. If this appeal were to be successful, it could only 
appear in Aramaic. The knowledge of Hebrew in the second 
century B.c. was confined to a very small body of scholars. 

From Aramaic 1-2** and 8-12 were rendered into Hebrew by 
three different translators—probably before 161 B.c. or at latest 
before 153 B.c. Without such a translation from the vernacular 
into Hebrew in the opening and closing sections the book could 
not have won its way into the Canon. 

(d) The book suffered much from interpolations and dislocations. 
From the beginning to the end the book has suffered at the 
hands of interpolators.? One of the earliest interpolations 1212-18 


1 For various hypotheses advanced in explanation of the bilingual character 
of Daniel, see § 5 (a)-(/). 
2 See § 14, &. 
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must have been made as early as 164 B.c., but 121 was earlier 
still. The book originally ended with the encouraging words 
in 121°, ‘they that be wise shall understand’. These are likewise 
an answer to Daniel’s prayer in 12° for the gift of understanding 
the divine mysteries. Thus the book closes with the theme 
which pervades it from the beginning (cf. 117) that divine en- 
lightenment attends on unflinching obedience to the Divine Will. 

But not only did the book suffer at the hands of glossers and 
interpolators, but also of careless copyists and redactors. Thus 
we find frequent dislocations of the text.1 Of these we may 
mention here the two most important, i.e. 12°~®!, which in the 
original text followed immediately after 249? and 33183 (41-8) 
after 4°42 The first of these dislocations must have taken 
place in the Aramaic before the translation of 1-24* into Hebrew. 

(e) The Versions. About twenty years after the publication of 
the book it was translated into Greek This Greek version, 
known as the Septuagint or LXX,? has been preserved to us in 
a single very corrupt Greek MS. of the eleventh century a.p., 
but happily it was translated into Syriac about the year a.D. 617. 

In the meantime, probably in the latter half of the first 
century B.c. a second Greek translation—which on various 
grounds we call pre-Theodotion *—was made from the bilingual 
text under the guidance of the older translation. But by this 
time the bilingual text had undergone disastrous dislocations in 
4-6. Accordingly, since all versions save the oldest LXX 
Version are derived from this later bilingual text, they all attest 
the same dislocations in these chapters. But this pre-Theodotion 
text has not survived independently but only in quotations of 
the first and second centuries A.D., and in the Version of 
Theodotion, of which it formed in a large measure the basis. 

The Version of Theodotion, which belongs to the second 
century A.D. approximates closely to the Massoretic text, but 
implies in some two score or more passages a purer form of the 
Semitic text. The Peshitto and Vulgate Versions were made 
from a still later form of the Semitic text than that used by 
Theodotion. The two Egyptian Versions—the Sahidic and 
Bohairic—and the Ethiopic are versions of Theodotion. 

Beside the above versions there is the Syriac Version of Paul 

1 See § 14, g. 2 See Commentary, pp. 79-86. 
3 See § 13, a. * See § 13, ¢: § 25. 
b2 
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of Tella! and the fragments of the versions of Aquila and 
Symmachus, which are to be found in Field’s Origenis hexaplorum 
quae supersunt, 1875. 

(f) The Massoretic text. This text is essentially of a secondary 
character. As we have already briefly stated and given some 
grounds for the statement, the Massoretic consists partly of a 
corrupt form of the original Aramaic (2*»-7) and partly of Hebrew 
versions of the remaining sections. In §§ 6-11 I have furnished 
what I hold to be conclusive evidence for this statement. Thus 
half the Massoretic is, to begin with, itself a version, a Hebrew 
version of the original Aramaic, and both ‘halves of the book, 
the original Aramaic half and the remaining half consisting of 
a Hebrew version from three hands, have been very imper- 
fectly transmitted. That this is so should cause no surprise. 
The Book of Daniel as all other pseudonymous writings was 
especially exposed to corruptions, interpolations, dislocations, 
and other evils incident to literature of this description, as a 
work composed in secret and by an unknown author at a special 
crisis in the national history, though claiming to have been 
written some centuries earlier by some notable worthy of Israel, 
and copied and circulated, in some cases no doubt, under the seal 
of secrecy during its first or even second decades. It was during 
this critical period when the book met the clamant needs of the 
faithful and when, passing with incredible rapidity from hand to 
hand, it kindled anew the courage of its readers to face over- 
whelming odds, and inspired them with a loyalty that feared 
nothing so much as disloyalty to the God of their fathers—it 
was just during this period that the book suffered so grievously 
at the hands of its copyists alike in respect of dislocations, inter- 
polations, and other depravations of the text. It was during 
this period that the dislocation of the text in 12°-®! occurred.? 
How early the most disastrous dislocation of all supervened, i.e. 
that in chap. 4 ¢annot be definitely determined. In the LXX 


See § 13, 2. 

2 See Commentary, p. 52 seqq. 

3 See Commentary, p. 79 seqq. I am inclined to believe that this disastrous 
dislocation was effected soon after the publication of the book in the copy from: 
which the MT and the later versions are derived. But happily the LXX was 
made from a copy which still preserved the original order of the text, though in 
other respects its corruptions are all but incredible. The closing words of this 
chapter are preserved by the LXX in three distinct forms! 
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(i.e. c. 145 B.c.) the order of the text is still that of the original. 
It is not until we come down to the second century a.p. that 
the dislocated text is attested, and in due course came to be 
accepted by the Jewish Church and subsequently by the Christian 
as authentic. But this dislocation may have originated in a copy 
as old or still older than that from which the LXX was 
translated. 

For the scores of corruptions in the MT, where the older and 
truer text is preserved in the Versions, the reader can consult 
the foot-notes in the Translation or the more critical list of these 
in § 14. From a comparative study of the MT and the Versions 
we cannot escape the conclusion that the present form of the 
MT is in many respects later than the fourth century a.D. 

But the MT is not only dislocated and corrupt. The very 
words of the text have at times been replaced by others which 
either misrepresent the meaning of the original word or else by 
others which cannot be used in the sense assigned to them in 
their new context. See § 14, 7-k. The MT contains phrases, 
where the Semitic order is wrong or not that of our author. 
It also misuses phrases: see § 14, -m. 

For the relation of the MT to the various versions the reader 
can consult the genealogical tree in § 15. 

(g) The date of the work has been implicitly assumed in all 
the preceding paragraphs. Since the question is dealt with fully 
in § 16 there is no occasion for recapitulating the main arguments 
here. 


§ 2. Why did Apocalyptic become Pseudonymous 
in Judaism ? 

The fact of a religious teacher issuing his work under the 
name of another has been a source of profound difficulty to most 
biblical students in the past and to a large section at present. 

(a) If the book is really pseudonymous, many scholars would 
declare and indeed have categorically declared that the book is 
a forgery. It must be confessed that the grounds which scholars 
have in the past adduced for the use of pseudonymity by Jewish 
teachers have quite failed to justify themselves at the bar of the 
ordinary conscience. It is of no avail to state that such writers 
were wholly devoid of literary ambition and were only concerned 
that their teaching should be accepted. No more will it avail to 
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argue that they were merely making use of a literary form that 
was common throughout antiquity, as in Egypt already in the 
third century B.c., i.e. in the Demotic Chronicle, first edited by 
Spiegelberg. For a discussion on ‘Hebrew and Egyptian 
Apocalyptic Literature’ see McCown in the Harvard Theol. 
Rev., 1925, 357-411 (quoted by Montgomery, p. 77). But if 
the Jewish writers of Apocalyptic pursued the same lofty and 
religious aims as the older prophets, as unquestionably they did, 
how is it that they did not come forward with their message 
in their own persons? Their failure to do so is certainly not due 
to any fear of sharing the fate that had befallen so many of the 
prophets and that would assuredly have befallen them if they 
had delivered their message in person (cf. Zech. 13% s¢99-). 
The religious leaders of the Maccabean period had no such 
fear of death; they were only too ready for martyrdom as we 
know from actual history. 

(0) The real grounds, therefore, for pseudonymity must be 
found elsewhere. Into these, which I have discussed at some 
length in the second edition of my Eschatology, pp. 196-206, 
I cannot enter here. I. will, however, for the sake of the reader, 
summarize my results. 

From the time of Ezra onwards, the Law made steady progress 
towards a position of supremacy in Judaism. And just in pro- 
portion as it achieved such supremacy, every other form otf 
religious activity fell into the background. This held true even 
of the priesthood, which in due course became subordinate to 
the teachers of the Law. But in an infinitely higher degree was 
it true of prophecy. When once the Law had established an 
unquestioned autocracy, the prophets were practically reduced 
to the position of being merely its exponents, and prophecy, 
assuming a literary character, might bear its author’s name or 
be anonymous. But when a book of prophecy brought disclosures 
beyond or in conflict with the letter of the Law, it could hardly 
attain to official recognition or a place in the Canon. This was 
the case as we know with Ezekiel, which narrowly escaped being 
declared apocryphal by Jewish scholars (Shabb. 13", Men. 45°) 
as late as the first century of the Christian era. The next claim 
made by the Law was that it was all-sufficient for time and 
eternity, alike as an intellectual creed, a liturgical system, and a 
practical guide in ethics and religion. Thus theoretically and 
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practically no room was left for new light and inspiration or any 
fresh and further disclosure of God’s will; in short, no room for 
the true prophet—only for the moralist, the casuist, or the 
preacher. How then from the third century B.c. onward was 
the man to act who felt himself charged with a true message 
from God to his day.and generation? The tyranny of the Law, 
and the petrified orthodoxies of his time, compelled him to resort 
to pseudonymity. 

(c) And if these grounds had in themselves been insufficient 
for the adoption of pseudonymity, there was the further ground 
—the formation of the Canon. When once the prophetic Canon 
was closed no book of a prophetic character could gain canoniza- 
tion as such, nor could it gain a place among the sacred writings 
at all unless its date was believed to be as early as the time of 
Ezra. On this ground again the prophetic type of man was 
forced to resort to pseudonymity to obtain a hearing, and so to 
issue his work under the name of one of Israel’s ancient worthies 
of a date earlier than Ezra or at all events contemporary 
with him. 

In Ps. 74° the words ‘there is no prophet more’, whether 
they are authentic or merely a gloss, express the belief that the 
time was characterized by the absence of true prophets. In 
1 Macc. this belief is still that of the people as a whole; for in 
4* 977, r4*1 no decision on great questions could be arrived at 
‘untill a prophet should come’. 

Such pseudonymous works were said to have been concealed 
in some secret place (x loco abscondito, 4 Ezra 12°") and not made 
known till the crises with which they dealt had arrived. Thus 
our author represents the following command being given to 
Daniel in 124, ‘Thou, O Daniel, shut up the words and seal the 
book even unto the time of the end’—the end being the advent 
of the Kingdom, which in the view of the writer was immediately 
impending. The secret and esoteric character of this literature is 
enforced in 4 Ezra 1448011. ‘ The 24 books (i.e. the O.T.) that 
thou hast written publish ... but the 70 last thou shalt keep to 
deliver to the wise among the people’. 

All Jewish Apocalypses were pseudonymous from 200 B.C. to 
the thirteenth century a.D., but not all Christian, the greatest 
among the latter being the N.T. Apocalypse." 


1 See also § 16 (adinitium) on the question of pseudonymity of Jewish Apoca- 


lypses. 
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§ 3. Points in common between Prophecy and Apocalyptic” 
and points of Divergence. 


(a) The forms of the prophetic experiences as beheld by the 
inner eye, or heard by the inner ear, as well as their literary 
expression, must take their character largely from the spiritual 
and literary standards of the time. This psychical experience 
of the prophet was generally one of sight or of sound; that is, 
in the psychical state he either saw certain things or heard 
certain things. Now the things so seen or heard he could grasp 
only so far as his psychical powers and the spiritual development 
behind him enabled him to do so; that is, in the case of a 
heavenly vision he could at the best only partially apprehend its 
significance. To the things seen he perforce attached the symbols 
more or less transformed that these naturally evoked in his mind, 
symbols that he owed to his own waking experience or the 
tradition of the past ; and the sounds he heard naturally clothed 
themselves in the literary forms with which his memory was 
stored, 

And yet, however successful the prophet might be in setting 
forth his visionary experiences, he laboured, as we have pointed 
out, under a double disadvantage. His powers of spiritual 
perception were generally unequal to the task of apprehending 
the full meaning of the heavenly vision, and his powers of 
expression were frequently unable to set forth the things he had 
apprehended. 

Now these visions and trances belong both to prophecy and 
apocalyptic. Furthermore, just as the prophet came not un- 
frequently to use the words, ‘Thus saith the Lord’, even when 
there was no actual psychical experience in which he heard a 
voice, and his sole wish was to set forth the will of God which he 
had reached by other means, so the term ‘vision’ came to have 
a like conventional use both in prophecy and apocalyptic. It is of 
especial importance to remember this in connexion with chapter 
11, which of course is not to be taken as a literal vision. The 
Seer is attempting to represent the course of events sub specie 


aeternitatis, A like attempt on a larger scale will be found by 
the reader in 1 Enoch 89-90. 


1 In the above section I have only mentioned a few of the characteristics com- 
mon to prophecy and apocalyptic. For a detailed comparison see the second 
edition of my Eschatology, 1913, pp. 178-206. 
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(6) But prophecy and apocalyptic need to be distinguished in 
regard to their eschatologies.1 Eschatology in the first place 
must not be confounded as it often has been by careless writers 
with apocalyptic. Eschatology is strictly the doctrine of the last 
things, and the eschatologies of prophecy and apocalyptic differ. 
The eschatology of prophecy dealt only with the destiny of Israel 
as a nation and the destinies of the Gentile nations, so far as this 
world was concerned, it had no message of comfort for the 
individual beyond the grave. Sheol was the final and everlasting 
abode alike of nations and individuals from the standpoint of 
prophecy. 

Every advance on this heathen conception is due to apocalyptic. 
The belief in a blessed future life is the contribution of apo- 
calyptic and not of prophecy. No hint of it is to be found in 
O.T. p§ophecy. But the apocalyptist on the other hand found 
that it followed necessarily from his conception of God. Apo- 
calyptic was a Semitic philosophy of religion and concerned itself 
with the questions of whence ? wherefore ? whither? It sketched 
in outline the history of the universe and of the angelic and 
human worlds, the origin of evil, its course and ultimate over- 
throw. It was thus apocalyptic and not prophecy that was the 
first to grasp the great idea that all history, human, cosmological, — 
and spiritual is a unity—a unity that follows inevitably as a 
corollary to the unity of God as enforced by the O.T. prophets. 
Thus whereas prophecy deals with the present destinies of 
individuals and nations, and their future destinies as arising 
organically out of the present and on the present earth without 
reference to the life of the individual after death, apocalyptic 
dealt with the past, the present, and the future as linked together 
and forming one whole, and thereby sought to justify the ways 
of God to man. Prophecy, itis true, looked forwards to a blessed 
future of the nation, pure and noble from the ethical standpoint 
but materialistic. But in apocalyptic this hope was gradually 
transformed, till the expectations of the faithful were fixed, not 
on any transitory individual blessedness in an eternal Messianic 
kingdom on this present earth, but to an eternal personal 
blessedness in a new heaven and a new earth. This transference 
of the hopes of the faithful from the material world took place 

1 See my Eschatology” 177 seqq., where the above questions are more fully 
dealt with. - be 
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about 100 B.c. The writer of the Book of Daniel had not yet 
reached this stage of spiritual development. The eternal kingdom 
of God according to his view is to be established on the present 
earth, and only the pre-eminently righteous are to rise to enjoy 
eternal life upon it. The writer further believed that he could 
determine the exact date of the advent of this kingdom.!’ When 
this prediction in 8'* failed of fulfilment, two appendixes were 
added, the first (12) by the author(?) The second 12!?~!* by 
a reviser, who wrote not from the standpoint of the author, i.e. 
sixth century, B.c. but from that of the second century B.c. 
(c. 165-164), in which he states.that Daniel should survive its 
coming? and share in its everlasting blessedness. 

We have now to ask how did this expectation arise? It cannot 
be explained from the standpoint of prophecy. Prophecy is a 
declaration, a forthtelling, of the will of God-—not a foretelling. 
Prediction is not in any sense an essential element of prophecy, 
though it may intervene as an accident—whether it be a justifiable 
accident is another question. Prophecy, therefore, takes no 
account of days or months or years or millenniums. It sets 
forth God’s Will and declares in no uncertain note the things 
which must follow on the fulfilment or the violation of this Will. 
Since it is only beings morally responsible, who are capable of 
the conscious fulfilment or violation of this Will, it follows that 
the development of such beings depends, not on any mechanical 
divisions of time, but on the steady acceptance or rejection of 
the Will of God as the law of their being, in the course of which 
they reach the consummation of life eternal or else of annihilation. 
Life so considered is essentially a never ending growth in good- 
ness and in knowledge, in the realization of the Will and Being 
of God. But annihilation is a deliberate suicide in the pro- 
foundest sense of the term. If it occurs in the case of any moral 
being, it is due to his persistent and continuous rebellion against 
the laws of the Divine life, till at last he extinguishes life in all 


1 In Daniel there are three conflicting dates in 84, 121412, the second and 
third being extensions of the first, which were added subsequently to the book, 
in the hope that by such adjournments the text might be brought into agreement 
with historical fact. The book ended originally and rightly with 121°, 

Ezekiel was a forerunner of apocalyptic and in large measure an apocalyptist 
himself. He declared that the captivity would last forty years (Ezek. 4°), and 
he expressed in the last words that came from his pen the conviction that he 
would survive its advent (2974), 
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its senses—spiritual, moral, intellectual, and ontological. Thus 
annihilation is self-entailed and not the result of any arbitrary pre- 
script of the Divine Being. Prophecy, I may repeat, is not 
concerned with any definite periods of time but only with the 
development of character and its issues. Hence our Lord 
declares in terms that cannot be mistaken: ‘Of that day or that 
hour knoweth no one, not even the angels, neither the Son, 
but the Father’ (Mark 13%). 

So far we have dealt with prophecy and its rejection of 
determinism and prediction. How then did determinism, and 
prediction come to be all but essential elements of apocalyptic ? 
A partial explanation can here be given. When the Canon of 
the Law and of the prophets was closed, every jot and tittle of 
these books came to be regarded as infallibly inspired. But 
there were many unfulfilled prophecies and this according to 
the orthodox view was impossible. The most tragic instance 
of such unfulfilled prophecy or rather of prediction was that of 
Jeremiah, who foretold that after 70 years (Jer. 25", 291°) Israel 
was to be restored to their own land (24° °), and there enjoy 
the blessings of the Messianic Kingdom under the Messianic 
King (23°). But this prophecy was not fulfilled. I have called 
this a tragic error on the part of Jeremiah, since it gave birth to 
an endless succession of idle reinterpretations in order to justify 
the original forecast, these reinterpretations beginning with our 
author and extending down all the centuries to our own day. 
It is tragic too that the most spiritually-minded of all the O.T. 
prophets should have given the sanction of his great name to 
this radical misconception of his prophetic office. That Ezekiel, 
Haggai, and Zechariah should have adopted this mechanical 
view of the Divine rule of the world is not strange; for the 
mechanical conception of the prophet’s office is manifest in later 
O.T. prophecy and comes to a head in the Book of Daniel. 

(c and d) Two further points of divergence should here be 
mentioned. First the prophet spoke 7” his own person, when he 
addressed his contemporaries. Secondly he delivered his Divine 
message mainly in respect to the present and only in respect to 
the future as arising organically out ofthe present. He, therefore, 
sought to lead into the ways of righteousness the individuals, 
nations, or countries of his own time, addressing them definitely 
by their respective names, or else, if they deliberately pursued 
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their evil ways, he fulminated God’s judgements against them. 
In apocalyptic the case was otherwise. The seer, writing in the 
name of some ancient worthy, sought to justify the ways of God to 
man by rewriting history in the form of prediction. Such a method 
required him to avoid the mention of any individual, nation, or 
country by its specific name. These were denoted by symbols. 
In most Jewish apocalypses this method is pursued without 
exception from start to finish. But in a few apocalypses, as in 
Daniel, it is only in dealing with his own generation and a few 
generations earlier that the seer rigorously followed the above 
method and confined himself absolutely to the use of symbolic 
terms. See note in Comm., pp. 281-3. 


§ 4. The Book divided into ten Sections— 
each dated by the Author. 


(a) The method pursued by our author in the dates he assigns 
to the narratives and visions—ten sections in all—must be 
mastered, so far as possible, if the reader is to ascertain the 
right text in several passages. We shall discover, as we advance, 
that to every narrative and vision a definite date is assigned. 
This date is given at the beginning of each section, save in the 
case of the fifth, where the date is given at the close of the 
section. For Belshazzar’s feast synchronizes with the day of 
his death in 538 B.c. 

The book falls naturally into two parts, chapters 1-6 consisting 
of narratives, which follow each other chronologically, beginning 
with the third year of Jehoiakim, King of Judah, while 7-12 
consist of visions, which also follow each other chronologically 
beginning with the first year of Belshazzar. 

The first half of the book consists of an Introduction 1}~!9 and 
five narratives, which are embodied in chapters 2-6. The 
second half consists of four visions, embodied respectively in 
chapters 7, 8, 9, and 10-12!°. There is thus an Introduction and 
nine distinct sections, or ten sections, if we reckon the Intro- 
duction as one of them, into which the book naturally falls. 


! The division of the Bible into chapters and verses was first made by Stephen 
Langton who afterwards became archbishop of Canterbury and died in a.p, 1228. 
This division was singularly infelicitous in the case of 10-12, which are concerned 
with one vision only and not three as the division into three chapters would 
lead the reader to suppose. 
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(0) Next in the oldest Version—-the LX X—each section begins 
with a definite date, with the exception of the fifth, but even 
there it is given by implication at its close. The much later 
Version—that of Theodotion, which in its present form is nearly 
three centuries later than the LXX, contains all these dates save 
that in the fourth section. There is no valid ground for question- 
ing the genuineness of these dates on the ground that the MT, 
which in its present form is not older than the fourth century a.p., 
omits two of them. 

(c) This method of our author is apparently abandoned in 11}, 
where in the midst of a section a date is given. But that there 
is no valid objection to a reference to a past event by the angel 
see my Comm. zn loc. 

(dz) Now that we have on fairly reasonable grounds recognized 
our author’s method of dating his narratives and visions, it 
becomes our duty to consider the divergence of the MT from 
this method in 3! and 4', where the dates are lacking. Since 
the evidence already furnished as to the observance of this 
method by our author is reasonably conclusive, we might without 
further inquiry describe the MT as here untrustworthy. And 
this criticism we shall find on an examination of the passages 
justified on other grounds. 

(e) The sections with their dates are as follows: 

Section I: Introduction, i.e. 11719. In the third year of 
Jehotakim (1*). 

Section II: i.e. 21-492, 129-21, 249», Nebuchadnezzar’s first dream 
in the second year of his reign (2"). 

Section III: i.e. 3!-°°. Nebuchadnezzar zm the eighteenth year 
of his reign (3') sets up a golden image to do honour to his 
god and to celebrate his victories, which image all his 
subjects are required to worship. 

Section IV: i.e. 41-% 7>~84, 331-33 (see pp. 79-82). Nebuchad- 
nezzar’s second dream, 7 the eighteenth year of his reign (41) 
—in which his humiliation follows within the same year close 
on the heels of his guilty pride. 

Section V: i.e. 51 °°. Belshazzar’s feast on the same day as 
his death (i.e. in 538 B.c.). 

Section VI: i.e. 6!~?9 (531, 61-28), Darius thereupon becomes 
King and reorganizes the entire empire ‘being about 
threescore and two years old’ (6! (5*1)). Conspiracy against 
Daniel and its failure. 
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Section VII: i.e. 7. Daniel’s first vision of the four world 
Empires, i.e. 2” the first year of Belshazzar (7'). 

Section VIII: i.e. 8. Daniel’s second vision in which fuller 
disclosures are given regarding the vision in 7, im the third 
year of the reign of Belshazzar the King (8°). 

Section IX: i.e. 9. Daniel’s third vision, in which Gabriel 
explains to him the meaning of the seventy weeks 7” the 
first year of Darius (91). 

Section X: i.e. to-12!°, Daniel’s fourth vision 7 the third year 
of Cyrus (101), which contains a survey of oriental history 
from the time of Cyrus to that of Antiochus Epiphanes with 
a forecast of the age of everlasting blessedness on the 
present earth on the death of Antiochus Epiphanes. 


It will be observed that Daniel’s visions take place in the 
reigns of Belshazzar, Darius, and Cyrus. The narratives 
(chapters 1-6) are recounted in chronological order from the 
first year of Nebuchadnezzar to the first year of Darius. The 
visions are also recounted in the chronological order of their 
occurrence from ‘the first year of Belshazzar’ to ‘the third year 
of Cyrus’ (chapters 7-12). 


§ 5. Problems connected with the later bilingual character of 
the Book of Daniel. Written originally in Aramaic. 
Wide divergence between the Versions of the LXX 
and Th. 


I shall begin with a short statement of the facts. This state- 
ment will be followed by a brief sketch of the various theories 
which have been offered for the solution of these problems. 
It is possible, indeed, that none of the theories advanced is in 
itself adequate, and that it may be necessary to invoke the joint 
aid of two or more of them. For as the problem is complex it 
is possible that the solution must likewise be complex. 

I. The first notable difficulty in the Book of Daniel is con- 
nected with its use of two languages. Chapters 1-2‘* and 8-12 
are written in Hebrew, and 2-728 in Aramaic. The diffi- 
culties occasioned by this diversity of language are somewhat 
accentuated by the fact that in the first six chapters Daniel is 
spoken of in the third person, whereas in the latter six he is 
represented as generally speaking in the first. But even in 7! 
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Daniel is spoken of in the third person, but in 7? the writer is 
obliged to use the first person since tbe subject-matter of 7-12 
naturally prescribes it, dealing as it does with Daniel’s visions 
from start to finish. Daniel is the foremost personality through- 
out the visions: whereas in 1-6 sole and dominant human 
personalities there are none: there are a number of lesser 
personalities, such as Nebuchadnezzar, Belshazzar, Darius, 
Daniel, Hananiah, Misael, and Azariah. There is no difficulty, 
therefore, in the fact that Daniel is spoken of in the third person 
in 1-6, and that he speaks in the first in 7-12. In fact the 
change is exactly what we should expect from the change in the 
subject-matter. 

Having shown that what was supposed to point to a difference 
of authorship really tends to support the unity of authorship, we 
must now address ourselves to the real difficulties—the chief of 
which is the fact that with the change of language there is no 
corresponding change of subject-matter. This is the main 
difficulty. A like change of language is found in Ezra 48-618, 71226, 
which is Aramaic, and 6'°-7!! which is Hebrew: but there this 
change can be explained from the subject-matter. 

How then is the change of language in Daniel to be explained ? 
Are we to explain it as due to diversity of authorship or origin, 
in the case of the sections in question, and thus assume that 
these sections were originally written in the language in which 
they have been transmitted to us? or, rejecting this hypothesis 
and assuming the literary unity of the book, are we to believe 
that this present difference of language is not original, but that 
the book was first written in Hebrew, and that the loss of certain 
chapters of the Hebrew original was subsequently made good 
from the Aramaic translation ? or conversely, that the book was 
written in Aramaic and subsequently translated into Hebrew, 
and that the Hebrew translation was in part destroyed and the 
missing portions supplied from the Aramaic original ? or, finally, 
that the present Hebrew renderings of chapters 1-2**, 8-12 were 
deliberately substituted for their Aramaic originals in order to 
gain an entrance for the book into the canon of the Holy 
Scriptures ; for Hebrew, of course, was regarded as the sacred 
language. 

II. The second notable difficulty connected with Daniel centres 
in the wide divergence between the two Greek Versions, i.e. 
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those of the LXX and Theodotion. Where this divergence 
appears, which is the more trustworthy? Here also full con- 
sideration must be given to the theory that, whereas Theodotion’s 
Version is practically based on the MT text, that of the LXX is 
said by two recent scholars to have been made from a Hebrew 
original throughout. This problem is dealt with in the individual 
divergencies as they arise. 

In the present connexion we can only enumerate the theories 
that have been advanced to explain the diversity of language in 
the text of Daniel. 

(a) Some scholars (Kliefoth, Dan., p. 44; Keil, Dan., p. 14) 
were of opinion that Aramaic was the vernacular of Babylonia, — 
and was accordingly used in the sections relating to that 
country. 

But this theory cannot for a moment be sustained. The 
cuneiform inscriptions prove that the language of Assyria and 
Babylonia was indeed Semitic, but a Semitic language distinct 
from Biblical Aramaic. 

The latest connected inscription of this nature is that of 
Antiochus Soter, 280-260 B.c. Gutbrod (see Prince’s Book of 
Daniel, p. 11, note) is of opinion that this Semitic language 
of Assyria was spoken until Hellenic times. As a language of 
the learned it may have survived till the second century B.c. 
In connexion with this theory we may notice the popular but 
now discredited fallacy, that the Jews forgot their Hebrew in 
Babylonia and spoke ‘ Chaldee’ on their return to Palestine— 
a discredited fallacy we repeat; for we know from Nehemiah 
that Hebrew was the nominal language of the Jews in Jerusalem 
in 430 B.c. (Neh. 1374). 

Biblical Aramaic, misnamed Chaldee, was not brought across 
the Syrian desert by the Jews, but they ‘acquired gradually’ 
the use of it ‘from their neighbours in and about Palestine’ 
(Driver, Dan., p. lix) after their return from the captivity. 

(6) Other scholars seek to explain diversity of language by 
diversity of origin. ‘Thus this theory finds its starting-point and 
justification in the various attempts that have been made to 
analyse Daniel into different independent elements. Spinoza 
(Tractatus theologico-politicus, ed. 1674, p. 189) was the first to deny 


' See Wright, Comparative Grammar, 1890, p. 16; Kautzsch, Gramm. des 
Bibl. Avam., §§ 1, 2,6, Bauer-Leander, p. 4 sqq. 
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the integrity of the book on the ground of the difference of 
language. Thus he writes: ‘Transeo ad Danielis librum; hic 
sine dubio ex capite ipsius Danielis scripta continet. Unde 
autem priora septem capita descripta fuerint nescio. Possumus 
suspicari, quandoquidem praeter primum Chaldaice scripta sunt, 
ex Chaldaeorum Chronologiis.’ A distinct advance was made, 
when Sir Isaac Newton recognized the difference in character 
between 1-6 and 7-12. In his Observations upon the Prophecies 
of Daniel and the Apocalypse of St. John, 1733, p. 10 (edited 
afresh by Sir William Whitla in 1922, p. 145) he writes: ‘The 
book of Daniel is a collection of papers written at several times. 
The six last chapters contain Prophecies written at several times 
by Daniel himself; the six first are a collection of historical 
papers written by others. ... The first chapter was written 
after Daniel’s death . . . the fifth and sixth chapters were also 
written after his death.’ 

Beausobre (Remarques sur le nouveau Testament, 1742, p. 70) 
assigns 7-12 to Daniel but not 1-6. He observes that the author 
of 1-6 writes in the third person, not as the author of 7-12 in 
the first. 

J. D. Michaelis (Deutsche Uebersetzung des Alten Testaments, 
1781, vol. x, p. 22) threw doubts on the antiquity of 3-6 and 
was the first to draw attention to the presence of many Persian 
words ‘which one could hardly expect before the time of Cyrus 
and the Greek words before the time of Alexander the Great’. 

Eichhorn (E7zn/lectung*, § 615) regarded 2*-6 as a tradition about 
Daniel written by a Jew at an early date, and 1-2**, 7-12 as 
a subsequent addition written by a Jew in the time of Antiochus 
Epiphanes. 

One of the most reasonable theories offered under this head 
is that of Meinhold (Die Composition des B. Daniel, 1884, and 
Beitrége zur Erklérung des B. Daniel, 1888 in Strack-Zéckler’s 
Kurzgef. Kommentar, 1889). According to Meinhold, chapters 
2‘b_7, were a piece of narrative written in Aramaic about 300 B.c. 
about Daniel and his history. These chapters a writer of the 
Maccabean age accommodated to the needs of his own time, and 
having prefixed 1-24* as an introduction to 2*»-7, he supple- 
mented these with chapters 8-12, containing visions of his own 
composition with special references to the persecutions of 
Antiochus, and issued the whole as a bilingual work. Bertholdt 
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(Daniel neu tibersetzt und erklart, 1806) discovers nine distinct 
sources, of which the last is 10-12 written in the time of 
Antiochus Epiphanes. His analysis is accepted by Augusti. 

Barton (Zhe Composition of the Book of Daniel reprinted from 
the /BL, XVII, 62-86, 1898) discovers four sources, A, B, C, A’, 
and aredactor. To the last he assigns 1, 24, 61, 12°~1° 18 and 
regards a few phrases in 629», 921, rol 9, 1211 12 as later glosses. 

Another form of this theory is that enunciated by Dalman 
(Die Worte Jesu, p. 11, 1898). Dalman supposes that 1-6 and 
7-12 existed independently. The former was written in Aramaic, 
giving an account of Daniel’s experiences and those of his 
companions at the court of Babylon. In a work in which the 
visions of the King of Babylon were interpreted, Aramaic, which 
was the /imgua franca of the whole East at that time, was 
naturally considered suitable. The second part of the book, 
7-I2, was written in Hebrew, as its recounts Daniel’s own 
visions with their interpretation by an angel, who of course 
would use only the sacred language. The redactor then took 
the two works in hand, and translated 1-2*? into Hebrew and 7 
into Aramaic, and compressed into one whole the two halves 
which were distinguished by their contents. Dalman’s solution 
of the difficulty was arrived at independently by Torrey (JVotes, I. 
249), who, together with Hélscher (‘ Die Entstehung des B. Dan.’, 
Theol. Stud. u. Krit., t919, p. 113) and Preiswerk (Die Sprachen- 
wechsel im B. Dan., 1902), maintains that 1-2¢* is a reversion 
into Hebrew.! 

Montgomery (Zhe Book of Daniel, p. 90, 1927) states that 
Dalman’s solution is ‘the only one that recommends itself’ to 
him. On p. 95, however, he becomes doubtful and ‘is therefore 
inclined to leave it an open question whether 7 is a distinct 
composition, a forerunner of the apocalypses in the following 
chapters even without deletion of verses which would relate it 
to the Maccabaean age’. 

(c) The third theory is that which commands the assent of 
Driver, Behrmann, and Kamphausen, though it is to be observed 
that Driver with his usual caution and judgement does not 
absolutely commit himself to it, but only terms it as ‘relatively 
the best’ among the explanations offered. According to 
Kamphausen (Encyc. Bibl. I. t005) ‘the author has introduced 


' So also Ryssel, TLZ, 1895, 560 (quoted from Montgomery, p. ot ). 
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the Chaldeans as speaking the language which he believed to be 
customary with them: afterwards he continues to use the same 
language on account of its greater convenience both for himself 
and for his original readers, both in the narrative portions and 
in the following (seventh) chapter, the piece in companionship to 
chapter 2: for the last three visions 8, 9, 10-12, a return to 
Hebrew was suggested by the consideration that this had of old 
been the usual sacred language for prophetic subjects’. Accord- 
ing to Behrmann, the Chaldeans, that is, the learned priestly 
class among the Babylonians, are introduced as speaking Aramaic 
in 2*” in order to give a local colouring. But to this the rejoinder 
is obvious. The distinction between Western and Eastern 
Aramaic had not yet arisen, see § 18. Aramaic was practically 
the same in our author’s time in East and West. To ascribe to 
such a scholar as our author such ignorance of the situation and 
of the linguistic problem, as do Driver, Behrmann, and Kamp- 
hausen, is simply incredible. How can they do so in face of the 
fact that in r* it is said clever and chosen Jewish youths required 
three years to learn the literature and tongue of the Chaldeans. 
The tongue of this language could hardly therefore be a form 
of Aramaic, but rather Babylonian, a Semitic language very 
different from the Hebrew, or, it might be, even a non-Semitic 
Sumerian preserved in many of the marginal texts in the 
cuneiform script. That Babylonian was an unknown language 
is stated in Jer. 51°. 

If, therefore, we may presume that our author was familiar 
with his Jeremiah, and if, as Lenormant informs us, he had 
‘an excellent knowledge of Eastern usages’, we may reasonably 
conclude, first, that he does not confound Babylonian with 
Aramaic, and, secondly, that he would be very unlikely to 
represent the Chaldeans as speaking a language which accord- 
ing to this theory was familiar to both Jew and Chaldean. The 
words ‘in Aramaic’ in 2‘ are therefore with Oppert, Lenormant, 
Nestle, Prince, and Marti to be rejected as an interpolation. 
Driver holds that this excision is probably right. 

On the above grounds, therefore, we feel bound to conclude 
that the change of language in Daniel did not originate 
with its author. From considerations of a different nature 
we have previously shown that it was impossible that this 
change could be explained by diversity of origin. 

Cre 
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Two other theories are possible ; and these ascribe the present 
form of the book not to its author, nor to a diversity of origin of 
its different sections, but to the fortunes it met with after its 
publication. 

(d) The first of these theories, which is advanced by Lenor- 
mant, Bevan, Zeydner, Von Gall, Paul Haupt, Prince, and 
Barton, is that Daniel was originally written in Hebrew. But 
as the author lived in a time of intense excitement, and the 
book was evidently meant, not for a small circle, but for all 
‘the holy people’ (see especially 11°°, 12°), ‘the author himselt 
or one of his associates’ (Bevan, Dan., p.27) translated the book 
into the Aramaic vernacular, since the Hebrew language was 
then unintelligible to the ordinary people. ‘ But if the book was 
originally written throughout in Hebrew, why’, Bevan asks ‘has 
it reached us in its present form?’ To this he answers: ‘The 
most plausible supposition is that a portion of the Hebrew text 
having been lost, a scribe filled up the gap by borrowing from 
the Aramaic version.’ 

Objections to this theory have been advanced by Driver and 
Marti. The former maintains that this theory ‘does not account 
for two facts (which can hardly both be accidental) that the 
Aramaic part begins in chapter 2 just where the Aramaic 
language is mentioned, and breaks off just at the end of a 
chapter’? (Dan., p. xxii). Marti further asserts that the Aramaic 
section does not convey the impression of being a translation, 
that the assumption of such an accident as the theory makes is 
a mere makeshift, and that it is not at all probable that a book, 
which was written when the Maccabees were gaining the upper 
hand, should be translated and yet not secured against destruction. 
These objections have some weight, but are by no means con- 
clusive. But if it can be shown that the Hebrew sections (see 
§ 10) come from three distinct hands, then this theory ceases to 
be tenable. 

(e) The preceding theory has assumed a further development 
in the hands of Riessler and Jahn. These scholars maintain 
that chapters 2-7 of the version of the LXX were made directly 
from the Hebrew, and not from the Aramaic, as was that of 

' Since the book was not divided into chapters till the middle ages, it would 


be better to transform this phrase into the form ‘at the end of a vision’, or 
‘section’. 
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Theodotion, and that the Hebrew text presupposed by the LXX 
is more original than the Aramaic of the Massoretic text, and 
formed moreover the Hebrew source from which the Aramaic 
version was translated ina revised form. The facts are altogether 
against this theory. 

(7) We have now practically considered every possible ex: 
planation except that of Marti and Wright following in the steps 
of Huetius and Bertholdt. Marti (and herein the present writer 
agrees with him) is of opinion that the book was originally 
written wholly in Aramaic. Thus he contends that while on the 
one hand, the Aramaic section of Daniel does not give the 
impression of a translation, and nowhere points to a Hebrew 
original, the Hebrew sections, on the other hand, favour the 
hypothesis of an Aramaic original since they contain frequent 
Aramaisms. Marti, after advancing various grounds for the 
truth of his hypothesis proceeds to argue that no book written 
wholly in Aramaic could have been admitted into the Canon, as 
Hebrew was regarded as the sacred language, but since its 
exclusion from the Canon could with difficulty be contemplated 
on account of the importance of its subject-matter, the beginning 
and end of the roll were translated into Hebrew. At verse 2** 
the translator found occasion to bring his translation into Hebrew 
to a close, for the time being, as the Chaldeans were now repre- 
sented as speaking, and to resume his translation into Hebrew 
with chap. 8 because in chap. 9, which is closely connected 
with 8, the prayer of Daniel had already made its way into the 
text in a Hebrew dress. 

In the opinion of the present writer this interpolation was 
made either when certain chapters of the book were being 
translated into Hebrew or after they had been so translated and 
before they were translated into Greek. 

When once the beginning of Daniel and its closing chapters 
were written in Hebrew, it could be adopted into the Canon just 
as the book of Ezra. 


§ 6. The Book of Daniel was written originally in Aramaic, 
and, though the author made use of oral or written sources, 
an the narratives, these were so fundamentally recast by 
him linguistically, of not in other respects that 2'*-6 must 
be regarded as coming from his hand no less surely than 
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the vision in 7. Wath the Hebrew sections which are 
translations by different hands from the original Aramaic 
we shall deal with in §§ 9, Io. 


(a) If we accept the Maccabean date of Daniel, and recognize 
that the author’s burning appeal to be steadfast even unto death 
on behalf of God and country is directed fo his countrymen as a 
whole, and not to a small body of scholars amongst them, who 
knew Hebrew as well as Aramaic, then the conclusion is inevitable 
that the entire work was written in the vernacular of his time, 
that is, in Aramaic, and this conclusion becomes more self-evident, 
as we pursue our investigations. 

This conclusion does not exclude the use in the narrative 
sections of traditions which came down to our author either 
orally or by means of written sources. But, though in all 
probability their contents go back in part to the Persian period, 
as may be reasonably inferred from the numerous Persian words 
—seven of them denoting specific Persian officials—the Aramaic 
is not of the Persian period nor yet of any period earlier than 
the last half of the third century B.c. or rather the first half of 
the second century B.c., as also the historical references in 
chapter 11 postulates. 


(5) The Aramaic of 7 is not to be attributed to a different 
author from that of 2-6. Both belong to the same date and are 
the work of one and the same author. To Dalman’s division of 
Daniel into two distinct books, i.e.1-6 and 7-12 we have already 
drawn attention. This hypothesis has been adopted also by 
Torrey and Montgomery (pp. go, 95). But Sellin (Zutrod. to O.T. 
(Engl. Transl.), 1923, p. 233 seq.) more wisely connects 7 with 
1-6, assigning I-7 to a pre-Maccabean period but suggesting 
that 7 was brought up to date by insertions referring to Antiochus. 
Hélscher adopts a kindred hypothesis, and ascribes, with the 
exception of certain additions, 1-7 to the third century B.c. 

To the date assigned to these chapters (or in part to a still 
earlier date) the present writer has no objection to make, if the 
date refers not to the present Aramaic form of these chapters 
but to the traditions embodied in them. From generation to 
generation they were transmitted, growing no doubt with each 
age, till at last their significance was recognized by our author 
and through his genius they were recast in a new and immortal 
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setting, which inspired a dying world with fresh hope and an 
unconquerable faith. 

But, so far as I am aware, no exhaustive criticism of Dalman’s 
(i.e. also Torrey’s and Montgomery’s) hypothesis, which I am 
convinced is absolutely groundless, has yet appeared. I proceed, 
therefore, to deal with this hypothesis which would break up 
the book into two parts and commit, what appears to me to be 
the unintelligible error of assigning 24'-6 and 7 to different 
authors.! 


) The chief grounds for this hypothesis are as follows : 

(a) The King’s name in 7! is spelt ayun52, whereas in 5}: 4% 2%, "9 it is spelt 
ayxwda. But this fact in itself is of no importance in the face of the over- 
whelming evidence which I furnish for the unity of authorship. Besides in 5°°, 8! 
some MSS. of the MT spell the name exactly asin 7!._ Marti corrects this spell- 
ing both in 5°° and 7! but Bar and Strack reproduce the MT. In both these 
passages the abnormal spelling probably originated in the slips of a scribe. 

(6) Again it is urged that the predominant use of Ithpe. and Ithpa. in 7 over 
against the Hithp. forms in 2‘>-6 points to difference of authorship. But what 
are the facts? There are seven verbs bra, fos, pon, xdp, Dn, ym and naw 
in 2*>_6 which have the Hithp. forms. But on the other hand there are three 
verbs, NIY 319, ONY 415, and HY 68, which have the Ithp. forms. Furthermore 
to show the freedom with which either form was used we have only to compare 
2° and 2‘5 where the same verb 1{} is used—in the former passage with the 
Hithp. form, in the latter with the Ithp. We might compare with this last fact 
the use of the Aph‘el of D\p in 3!, though the author elsewhere uses the Haph‘el. 
In the face of this evidence no conclusion can be drawn from the appearance of 
Ithp. forms twice in 7, i.e. IPYNN 78, NYINS 735. 

(ec) Again Dalman emphasizes the fact that my is a Hebrew word. This 
is quite true. But as Montgomery (p. 308) observes: ‘In this probably current 
term of the day the Saints preferred the Hebraic to the Aramaic word.’ Itis true 
that, owing to his view that 7 was originally written in Hebrew, he adds: ‘ Or 
the Hebrew word may have slipped in from the Hebrew original of the chapter.’ 
His first suggestion appears to be the only tenable one, seeing that the evidence for 
7 being in Aramaic originally and from the same hand as 2*”~6 is so overwhelming. 
Thus we regard the phrase pavdy WTP in 718 %27 as original. The Hebrew 
phrase in the Zadokite Fragments (18-8 B.c.) 9° wy WAI) is probably suggested 
by our text, just as in 16° ‘shall loose... their knots’ (QNW).. .1N") is suggested 
by 5}? WP N WD of our text, but in both passages the Aramaic is rendered 
into Hebrew. There are also other real Hebraisms in our text: ef, 21° boy 
whereas the true Aramaic form is bps Btey 

(d) It is strange that the champions of the original Hebrew of 7 have failed 
to notice that the phrase ‘answered and said’ which occurs in each of the five 
preceding chapters does not occur in 7 ; for though the MT attests it in 7, I have 
excised it, since the LXX, Th. and Vulg. omit it. But this fact does not make 
for a Hebrew original, seeing that, as it is essentially a Hebrew idiom and is 
quite unknown in later Jewish Aramaic (Dalman, Worte Jesu, p. 19), its absence 
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§ 7. Chapter 7 from the same author as 2*-6. 


It seems impossible to question this fact in the face of the 
evidence that follows. Let us compare the use of words, phrases, 
syntactical usages, order of words in 7 with those in 2*>-6. 
There is not a single verse in the entire chapter (i.e. 7) which 
does not contain from one to four of the words, phrases, or 
typically idiomatic usages which are found in 2*'-6. Further, 
the order of the words in 7 is the same as that in 2*»-6. On 
the other hand, 2*>-6 contains an idiom which appears to belong 
distinctively to the second century B.c. Since it is absent from 
7, this latter chapter could linguistically be older in this respect 
than 2*»-6. But they do not admit of division. Neither is afore 
or after the other. 

(a) Individual words. 

MIS ‘then’ 71°: 19 times in 2*>-6. 
mMnsilafter* gat. 
“INN ‘other’ (fem.) 7% ® & 20; 239 (bis), Earlier form was nnn : 
see Cowley 15°”. 
Pam OLhGr atc aienee coer, 
158 ‘lo’ 78 (bis); 231, 47, 10__always in the description of a vision. 
In 725 8718 we find also 8 but not in 2*°-6. With it 
we might compare ‘77 in Mishnaic Hebrew, which bears 
the same meaning as 1x in 2*>-6 and tn in fourth century 
B.c. Aram. See Cooke 73 At. The fact that 14s does not 
occur in 2*”-6 does not militate against unity of authorship. 
‘ (=6re vecitativum) does not occur in 7, but neither does 
it occur in 3-4. 
from this chapter is just as incomprehensible on the hypothesis of a Hebrew 
original as of an Aramaic. Dalman goes against the evidence, when he asserts 
that the formula in question was probably unknown in genuine Aramaic, seeing 


that our author supports it in 2-6 and also the Aramaic version of Ahikar 45, 
110, 118, rar (fifth century B.c.). But idioms that occur in one or more chapters 
of 24-6 do not occur in the others: cf. J = 67: recitativum (see § 20): also b 
c, Inf. = finite verb only in 238, 515, and 4 c. Inf., where this phrase is preceded 
by vav and a finite verb, and by ‘4 = finite verb only in 218, 6! (see § 20 4). 
Hence we cannot conclude from the absence of this phrase from 7 that 7 is 
not from the same hand as 24-6. Besides it may originally have occurred 
even in 7; for the LXX and the pre-Theod. version in 7!° dmoxpibels dé 
Eyer wor presuppose ) WON) 7139 where the MT omits the first verb. These 
may be right. In that case thisidiom occurs in 7. But since it does not recur 
in the visions in 8-12, the probability is against its genuineness here. But is its 
absence due to the Hebrew translators ? 
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pow ‘these’ 7": 24, 6% 7 but not in 3-5. Noy 40 (Ginsburg). 
In D only P38 [77]: of, 625, 

mie toLCome: 7°? 's 95: 

123 ‘this’ 7°22: 251. Only in Dan. and after noun. 

pasa ‘then’ 7411; 24 times in 24-6. 

ans3 ‘after’ 7&7: 299. The older form is wna. 

yal or N1A3 ‘in the midst of’ 715: 375, 47, &c. 

Pi (Haph.) ‘to shatter’ 7% 19 23; 234, 40,45, 625, Jn 723, 240 
used of the Fourth Kingdom. 

yan (Haph.) ‘to cause to know’ 7}§: 25, &c. 

ban (Hithpa‘al) 74: 24, 627 (always of the kingdom of God). 

5 before impersonal yet definite object 7?: 234%, 319 &c. 

"2 in comparisons different from 77 19,23, 2: 48, Used 
partitively = pn3 w71 - 62, Ci, 23.41 4. 

sy ‘until’ (prep.) 78 (bis) 26: 220 615,27, ‘during’ 71% 2: 6813, 

at. Unt -(cony.) fo re oat, 4h a 

my ‘to pass away’ (of a kingdom) 7'*: 428. Haph. ‘to take 
away’ (c. acc. of thing) 7! 26: 52°. 

Sap ‘to receive’ 71°: 6! and exactly in the same con- 
nexion: 2°, 

Dap ‘before’ 71° (ris), 13 ; also 78 2° in the very idiomatic sense 
in which it is used in 2-6. See § 20w. 

aaa ereat, (fem, pl.)}iqe e230; ot. 

pbp ‘to come up’ 72: 22. 


(5) Phrases. 
-wnyd) SON NIDDN ‘peoples, nations, and languages’ 7!*: 34. 
ua Cfo OL pers..7°°: 2's 2. 
not followed by 5 ‘to be like’ 75: 3 
nt = Jewish religion 77°: 6%), 
Sy pane wr ‘my countenance was changed’ 7%8: same phrase 
in 519 (6, 9), 
w55 5 Nun ‘vision! of the night’ 7271%. (So LXX and 


1 Our author never seems to have used the plural. The LXX has the plural 
only once in 72, where it has xa§’ Umvous vuxrds. But this very phrase is in Is, 


2g’ a rendering of the sing, nb5 jun. The MT preserves the sing. only in 219, 
72; but there are occasional attestations of the original text in the later versions : 
in Th., Pesh., and Vulg. Thus the sing. is preserved in the Pesh. 2%, 41°, in the 
Pesh. and Vulg. in 47, in Th. and Vulg. in 4}, in Pesh. and Vulg. in 7'. Further 
Th. omits the phrase in 47. Th. and Vulg. attest the plural, in 2%, 4”, 71»!°, but, 
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Vulg. in 7728; in 72 LXX has dmvous vuerés but sing. in 4°, 
9%: Th. has sing. in 72@) 13, but in 77 om.: Pesh. in 7%" 
but om. in 72: Vulg. in 7713 but in 7? agrees with MT.). 
There can hardly be a doubt that the MT in reading the 
pl. in 77° is corrupt, and that in these two passages we 
should read as in 2", seeing that none of the versions read 
the pl. and that the LXX in 7? does not necessarily imply 
the pl. 

va2v dy wen wn ‘the tvisions of my headt! upon my bed’ 
fate ei 

snbaz wean ‘the tvisions of my head+ troubled me’ 7”: 4?. 

min. obn ‘saw a dream’ 7}: 226, 4% 6 ©, 

m5 ‘all this’ 736: 522. 

n> amy wax 225 ‘a man’s heart was given to it’ 7#: 4° ad 
nb anny sen. 

pby nada amido ‘his kingdom is an everlasting kingdom 
727; so exactly in 3°°, whereas in 4°!, where the redactor 
is at work the phrase is different. Yet in 7'* we find 
‘his dominion is an everlasting dominion which shall not 
pass away’. See note in the Translation on 7‘. 

Nmo>n m3) ‘from the same kingdom’ 724: same idiom in 
ae 1/85 ae 420 33 

Dip7}o 78: same phrase in 2), 627, 

NpID™Y ‘unto the end’ 7°: 6?7—in both passages in the 
same connexion. 

b nda ‘to serve’ (a deity) 7427; 312 14, 18, 28, 

sabaa syn ‘my thoughts troubled me’ 778: same phrase in 
436, 56, 10, 

por mawn ‘to change the times’ 72°: same phrase in 27}. 


the Pesh. only in 42, 715. Hence we conclude that the plural in the MT in 278, 
42710, 71,15 should be emended into the sing. These plurals are the result of a slow 
process, which finally reached its present formin the MT. See further evidence 
under NM in the Aram. Index. 


1 ¢Visions of the head’ is a non-Semitic expression and was not introduced 
into the text of our author earlier probably than the first century B.c. It 
does not occur once in the LXX. Th. supports the MT in 278, 4%, 745 but 
omits it in 4? and substitutes ‘ina vision of the night’ instead in 41°. Pesh. sup- 
ports the MT in 228 (sing-) 42,7 (sing:) 10 (sing-) 415 and the Vulg. in all six passages 
Here we have the intrusion into the text of a non-Semitic phrase. The true 
Semitic expression is that in Jer, 2316 pad {11M ‘a vision of their own heart’, 
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(c) Verbal prefixes and tenses. 
wipyns 78, naans 75: so in other verbs in 24, 319, 416, 68, 
Yet “nm occurs 17 times elsewhere in 2t'-7. See § 20/. 
h (ad fin.), and once or more in I%, 11%. Next the Hoph‘al 
occurs in 76511 and in 42? (8), 518, 15,20 62. Only once 
in Ezra. 
nam 777 used as fut. just as Nyn2wn 6° (fut. perf.). 


(d) Order of words: in 2**-6 as compared with that in 7. 
Average per Chap. Chap. 7. 


in 2*_6, 
Subj.+ verb 48: 26: 38:29: 33 = 174 35 35 
Obj.tverb 34: 10:25:30: 8=107 21 14 
Verb + subj. or obj. 50: 38: 36: 48: 43=215 43 22 


The average length of each of the first six Chapters is 34 verses. 
Chap. 7 has only 28. Thus the order of the words in 7 agrees 
on the whole well with that in 2**-6. The greatest difference 
arises where the verb comes first. But herein Chap. 5, in which 
the verb comes first 48 times in 31 verses, agrees almost exactly 
with Chap. 7, in which the verb comes first in 43 in 28 verses. 
The greatest variation is apparent in the case of the position of 
the object. Observe that in Chap. 6 it comes first only 8 times. 

Next let us compare 2-6 and 7 in regard to the six different 
combinations of subj., verb, and object. 


Chapters 2*>-6 Chap. 7 
(1) Subj. + obj. + verb= I 
(2) Subj.t.verb+obj.=12 averagec.2}ineachChap.) 3 
(3) Obj.+subj.+verb= 2 
(4) Obj.+verb+subj.= 2 
(5) Verb+subj.+obj.= 2 
(6) Verb+obj.+subj.= 1 
When there is a combination of subj., verb, and obj., this 
order is the most common of all, and herein the average of 2*>-6 
and 7 agree very closely. 
If we take account of the fact that 2*?-6 consists of narratives, 
and 7 of visions, the agreement in order is surprising. 
But independently of this last argument, the former arguments 
based on the same idiomatic use of the same particles, phrases, 


Li 
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verbal forms, and syntactical usages is conclusive. In the view 
of the above arguments the unity of 2*>-7 can hardly be regarded 
as other than an established fact. 

The entire Aramaic sections are then from one and the same 
hand. Yet there is a difference between 24-6 and 7. The 
subject-matter of 2¢?-6 has in the main come down to our author 
through oral (?) tradition: but 7 represents an immediate vision 
of the author. It is, therefore, all the more remarkable that the 
language in which the traditions were expressed, has influenced 
the style and usage of our author only in a few cases, if really 
at all. The Aramaic throughout 24-7 is that of our author. 
Montgomery (p. 96) admits this fact in regard to 1-6. He 
writes: ‘there is no reason to dispute the assumption of one 
literary hand for the whole’ (i.e. 1-6). 1 have sought to prove 
by the evidence furnished above that not only has 2*»-6 but also 
7 come from one and the same writer. In fact the evidence, 
which proves that 7 is from the same hand as 2-6, is stronger 
than the evidence that can be adduced in support of any one ot 
chapters 2-6 being the work of the same author as the remaining 
four. Sellin (dntrod. to O.T., 1923 (Eng. Transl.), p. 233 seq.) 
and Hodlscher (‘Entstehung des B. Daniel’, Theol. Stud. und 
Krit., 1919, 119 seq.) admit this unity of authorship but combine 
with this expression of their judgement the hypothesis that 1-7 
was written in the third century B.c., and that subsequently in 
times of the Maccabees 7 was adapted to these times by the 
insertion of references to Antiochus and other personages of that 
period. This hypothesis as to the date is accepted by Montgomery, 
but it conflicts with the overwhelming evidence in favour of one 
and the same writer being the author of 24-6 and 7—not only in 
respect of language and idiom, but also, we may justly assume, in 
respect of the order in which the events are recorded and the special 
lessons, moral and religious, which they are designed to convey. 


§ 8. There ts an idiom in 2*°-6 which belongs distinctively to 
the second century B.C., which, however, owing to the subject 
does not occur in 7. 


If we were forced to distinguish between the authorship and 
dates of 2*>-6 and 7, as we are not, we should, so far as the 
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language is concerned, be obliged to conclude that, though 7 
could from the standpoint of /anguage have been written as early 
as the latter half of the third century s.c., the linguistic evidence 
of 2*-6 decidedly favours a date, not earlier than the first half 
of the second century B.c. For the specific evidence of this 
nature see § 20dd on the phrase ‘ Nebuchadnezzar the King’. 
But the linguistic and other evidence postulates the same author 
and the same date. 


§ 9. Since 2*»-6 and 7 come to us in Aramaic from one and 
the same hand, we naturally conclude that the narratives 
2.€. 1-6 and the visions, t.e. 7-12 were written as a whole 
in Aramaic, seeing that 7, which contains a vision, ts 
preserved to us in its original Aramaic. 


Since 7, which records the first of the visions is written in 
Aramaic, there 1s no rational or conceivable ground for the author’s 
forsaking the vernacular language of his day and having recourse 
to Hebrew for his remaining three visions in 8-12, seeing that 
his visions, no less than his narratives, were addressed—not to 
a small educated minority who understood Hebrew but—to the 
uneducated many who only understood Aramaic. No historian of 
this period can question the fact that one of the chiefest forces 
in achieving the overthrow of the great Syrian empire by some 
10,000 Jewish warriors or more, and so in preserving a personal 
and spiritual religion for all after times, was this very book with 
which we are dealing. To get in touch with his countrymen 
and to bring home to them the ideals for which they stood, 
the author of Daniel could not do otherwise than write in Aramaic. 
Only through the medium of the vernacular was this possible, 
and the vernacular of his day was Aramaic. 

As the second century (before 160 B.c.) sections of 1 Enoch 
were written in Aramaic, so likewise we naturally infer that 
Daniel as a whole was written in Aramaic and that both Daniel 
and 1 Enoch (earliest sections) were addressed to the people at 
large. 

But, granting that 2*>-7 were originally written in Aramaic, 
how comes it that 1-24# and 8-12 have been transmitted to us in 
Hebrew? This is the next problem which calls for solution. 
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§ 10. 1-2*! and 8-12? are translations into Hebrew from 
the original Aramaic; and the translations were made by 
three different hands. 


We have already seen that some scholars have held that the 
entire book was written originally in Hebrew. If this were so, 
and if the integrity of the book, save in the case of a few inter- 
polations, cannot, as most of the foremost scholars* have 
argued, be questioned, it follows undoubtedly that these Hebrew 
sections should exhibit one and the same literary style and 
idiom, as the work of one and the same author. But this is far 
from being so, and it is the contention of the present editor that 
1-2'*_-6 and 8-12 must be assigned to at least three different 
writers, or rather, if with most of the foremost scholars we hold 
fast to the integrity of the book, to at least three translators. 
If we can prove diversity of style in the Hebrew sections, it 
follows inevitably that the book of Daniel, if we accept its 
integrity, was not written originally in Hebrew but in Aramaic, 
and that the translation of the Aramaic was entrusted to several 
translators, just as the LXX translation of the books of Samuel 
and Kings can, as Thackeray (/7S., iv. 245, 398, 578; viii. 262) 
shows, be traced to three different hands and the LXX translation 
of the books of Jeremiah and Ezekiel can similarly be traced in 
the case of each to two independent translators. See also 
Thackeray, Gram. of the O.T. in Greek, pp. 10-12. 

It is now our task to prove that 1-2** was not translated into 
Hebrew by the translator or translators of 8-12. 

1-2'», I have dealt with the characteristic differences between 


1 For Aramaisms in 1~2** see p. 3. 

? For Aramaisms in 8 see p. 197, § 6: in 10 See p. 253, § 2: in 11, See p. 269 
seq. (c): in 12 see p. 324, iii. 

5’ Montgomery (p. 2t ad. fin.) regards ‘ the large proportion of Persian words 
in the Aramaic section of the book’ as ‘an argument for the distinction of the 
first and second half of the volume’, and as pointing ‘to the origin of the first 
part in Babylonia, not Palestine’, But this argument isirrelevant. The subject- 
matter of 1-6 requires the presence of Persian words denoting Persian officials, 
since, though we should expect Babylonian names for these officials, the kernel 
of the narratives assumed an oral or literary form in the Persian period, 
whereas the visions (7-12) were psychical experiences of the second cent. B.c, 
Besides, so far as idioms susceptible of a more or less definite date occur, these 
are to be found in 2*>-6 and not in 7, and these idioms tend to prove that 
the former section is not earlier than the second cent. B.c. See § 20, dd: 
also § 14 (#) seeing that Montgomery accepts 43-7* (6-108) as authentic. 
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the Hebrew of 1-2'* and 8-12 on pp. 1-3, 8-9, 23, 53 (ad /in.). 
It will suffice, therefore, to mention the chief of these here. 

(a) In 17,18, 20 (j,e. within 24 verses) we find vav consecutive 
with the Impf. which is also vav apodosis, whereas in 8-12 
(containing 133 verses) this rare Classical Hebrew idiom does not 
once occur. But in 8-12 there is an alternative form of this 
idiom. Thus when the verb is separated from the vav apodosis 
at the beginning of the clause by a noun, pronoun, or adverb, 
the Imperf. is replaced by the Perf. tense. There are thus two 
absolutely distinct forms of this idiom in the Hebrew sections of 
Daniel. In 1-2*? (i.e. in 24 verses) the first form occurs three 
times : whereas in 8-12) (i.e. in 133 verses) only the second form 
of this idiom occurs and that only twice—i.e. in 10°. On these 
two forms of this idiom see Driver, Tenses*, § 127seq. No scholar, 
however, has hitherto observed that the first form of the idiom 
is confined to 1-2** and the second to 8-12. The significance of 
this fact can hardly be exaggerated. In itself it postulates two 
different translators. 

(6) The Hebrew translator of 1-24 uses twice the oratio obliqua 
instead of the oratio directa after oN: in 13 swab ++ apxn! and 
again in 2%. Cf. also 118. But in the 133 verses in 8-12 "x is 
not once followed by 5 c. Inf, but by the oratio directa. In 
Biblical Aramaic (see p. 2 (6)) the former construction occurs 
g times, though not once in the Aram. Pap. edited by Cowley, 
whereas the latter construction occurs almost hundreds of times. 
70x followed by 5 c. Jnf. is a Hebrew construction—for the most 
part late. Yet compare 1 Sam. 24", 1 Chron. 21!” where both 
constructions are found in the same verses. The original 
Aramaic of Daniel may have been influenced by the Hebrew. 
The Targ. of 1 Sam. 241! reproduces the first construction. 
Here again the style of 1-2** is clearly marked off from that 
of 8-12. 

(c) The translator of 1-2‘ uses ‘3N—a Divine designation not 
found in 8-12. 

(d) In 1519 9395 spy = ‘to serve’: in 8-12 it = ‘to withstand’. 
See p. 324 ad fin. 

For other evidence to the same effect refer to the pages 
mentioned above. 


1 In the Targ. on Esth. 110-11 93 is used as a rendering of “WON and is fol- 


lowed as in the Hebrew by b ‘i ieee and WON in the Targ. on Esth. 41%'5 by 
the same construction. 
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8-12. Within this section we must distinguish the Hebrew of 
11 from that of 8-10, 12. On p. 268, § 1 (a) (see also p. 275) as 
Driver (Zenses®, §§ 171, 175 Obs.) has pointed out, attention is 
drawn to the fact that the jussive is used 9 times in chap. 11 
‘without any recollection of its distinctive signification’, and not 
once throughout the remaining five Hebrew chapters. On this 
ground alone we should in the main be justified in ascribing the 
Hebrew of 11 to a translator other than the translator of 8-10, 
12. 8-10, 12 are distinguished from 1-2**, as we have shown 
above, by the fact that they do not use a Classical Hebrew idiom 
used in 1-24* but an alternative form of it, independently of 
other grounds. But 11 is marked off from all the other Hebrew 
chapters in that it exhibits the frequent mzsuse of a well-known 
Hebrew idiom. For other grounds see p. 268 seq. (0). 


S11. Why was the translation of 11 (+12?) entrusted to a 
very faulty Hebrew scholar rather than to the translators 
of the earlier chapters ? 


An indisputable explanation for this change of translator 
cannot be furnished, but on the whole it is not improbable that, 
since this chapter dealt with comparatively recent and con- 
temporary history from 336 to 166 B.c., in which the author 
assumes on the part of his readers a more minute and detailed 
history of events than anywhere else in his work, the task of 
rendering this chapter into Hebrew demanded indeed a Hebrew 
scholar, but in still greater measure a historian who had an 
intimate knowledge of this period of history. The combination 
of both linguistic and historical knowledge was apparently not 
easy to find at the time in question, but, since in such a detailed 
narrative, historical knowledge was of more importance than a 
good Hebrew style, the duty of translating it appears to have 
been entrusted to a very second-rate Hebraist, who counter- 
balanced his* linguistic shortcomings by a reasonably good 
knowledge of the history with which the vision dealt. 

The translator of 11 may also have been the translator of 12. 
But no definite conclusion, so far as I can see as yet, can be 
arrived at on this question. The misuse of the jussive form so 
frequent in 11 does not recur in 12. But in another respect he 
shows as great ignorance of Hebrew usage, when he identifies 
1k with the Euphrates, whereas before 200 B.c. it was used 
only of the Nile. 
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§ 12. The approximate date of the translation 
of 1-2**, 8-12 into Hebrew. 

On pp. 52-4 I have advanced several reasons, which appear 
to me conclusive, that 170-2! originally followed 2*9*. There is 
no need for recapitulating those reasons here. The lucidity of 
the Seer’s thought and the clear sequence of his ideas, which 
are manifest throughout in the enforcement of his main thesis, 
appear to make imperative the restoration of 120-2! to their 
legitimate place in the Seer’s argument, as I have done in my 
Commentary and Translation. 

If then we accept this early dislocation of the text, it must 
have occurred between 164 and 145 B.c. or thereabouts. The 
ground for the latter date is to be found in the LXX, a translation 
which was made of these Hebrew chapters about 145 B.c. 
When this translation was made, the above dislocation had 
already taken place. But it had taken place some, if not many 
years earlier, seeing that the first Hebrew translator found 129-21 
already in their present, untrue, and unhistorical context. By 
these adjectives I mean that 12°~! occupy a place in the traditional 
text Inconsistent alike with the clear intention of the Seer and 
the historical traditions at his disposal. For the study of many 
years has convinced me that the Seer was not only a religious 
genius but a consecutive and logical thinker, and mostscholars will 
agree that in the composition of 2*>-6 he laid under contribu- 
tion the historical traditions of his day, whether oral or written. 

Now as regards the date of the partial translation into Hebrew, 
it is possible that the six chapters 1-2**, 8-12 were so translated 
before the death of Judas Maccabaeus in 161 B.c. The original 
of the entire book of Daniel was of course in the Aramaic 
vernacular, but, if the book was to be embodied in the Canon 
and made of lasting significance, this end could not be achieved 
otherwise than by commending itself in a Hebrew form, at all 
events in its opening and closing chapters, to the scholars of the 
day, who could admit its canonical authority, as they did that of 
the bilingual Ezra, though they refused to include it in the canon 
of the prophets. 

If, owing to the turbulence of the time, this date of the Hebrew 
translation of the six chapters be regarded as too early, it may 
be referred to the time of Judas’ successor, Jonathan, when 
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as 1 Macc. 9@ states: ‘The sword was now at rest in Israel and 
Jonathan dwelt at Michmash. And Jonathan began to judge 
the people ; and he destroyed the ungodly (i.e. the Hellenizers) 
out of Israel.’ This period of peace closes with the year 153 B.c. 
This year may constitute the terminus ad quem of the translation. 

The three translators probably worked simultaneously. They 
had one and the same object, and that was to gain a canonical 
recognition of the book. To the Hebrew translator of 8-10 we 
owe the clumsy interpolation of the beautiful prayer in 9*~"’, 
see p. 226 seq., and possibly the enumeration of the actual 
national enemies of the Maccabean dynasty in 11*) # a thing 
impossible in Apocalyptic. 


§ 13. The Versions. 


The present work does not admit of any adequate criticism of 
the various versions. Individual readings, as they arise are 
dealt with in this Commentary, and so far as the LXX, Th., and 
Syro-Hexaplar texts are concerned the present editor has based 
his work on Swete’s O.T. in Greek, 498-575. 

It is, however, our duty to give a short account of the versions 
by the help of which we can arrive at a more trustworthy text than 
that of the MT. For from the selection of readings in § 14 @)~(@), 
in which the MT. is in the greater number unquestionably 
inferior to that of the four chief versions taken collectively or 
of three, or two, or even of one of them, the reader cannot 
escape drawing the inference that the MT. is to a great extent 
untrustworthy, and needs to be corrected by these versions. 

The chief versions of the book of Daniel are: the Greek 
versions, i.e. (a) the LXX, and (6) Theodotion, (c) the lost 
pre-Theodotion, (d) the fragmentary remains of Aquila and 
Symmachus: the two Syriac versions, (e) the Peshitto, and (/) that 
of Paul of Tella, (g) the Old Latin, (%) the Vulgate, (7) the 
Sahidic and Bohairic, (#) the Ethiopic. 

The Greek Versions—the LXX and Th. These two versions 
(a) and (0) are of great value for the reconstruction of the Text, 
notably the former. As we are aware, the LXX unhappily is 
preserved only in an almost incredibly corrupt MS., i.e. the 
Codex Chisianus, attributed by some experts to the ninth and 
by others to the eleventh century. This Codex once belonged 
to Pope Alexander VII, a member of the Chigi family, but it 
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was not till more than a century after his death that the editio 
princeps of this MS. was published in Rome in 1772. Its 
publication was undertaken by Vincent de Regibus and Joseph 
Bianchini, and finally carried through the press by the labours 
of Simon de Magistris (de Maitres). Many editions have 
subsequently appeared, the most recent of which is that of 
Dr. Swete, who, to the great convenience of scholars, prints the 
versions of the LXX1 and Theodotion on opposite pages, and 
appends at the foot of the LXX version the variants from the 
Syriac version of Paul of Tella. This version is of no slight 
interest. It was made by or for Paul, bishop of Tella, in the 
year 616-617 from a hexaplar text. Thus it attests the condition 
of the LXX text as it existed at the beginning of the seventh 
century. As regards the date of the LXX version of Daniel, 
it is probable that it was made in the latter half of the second 
century B.C. ¢. 145. 

(0) The date and relations of Theodotion’s version of Daniel are 
far from easy to determine. According to Irenaeus, Theodotion 
was an Ephesian, but according to Epiphanius, a native of Pontus 
and a disciple of Marcion, where he adopted Judaism, while 
Jerome reports that he was probably a Jew who had espoused 
Ebionitic Christianity. Epiphanius assigns the period of his 
activity to Aurelius Commodus. As this Commodus reigned 
from A.D. 180 to 192, and as Marcion flourished about 150, the 
version of Theodotion, if we may trust Epiphanius, was written 
towards the close of the second century a.p. The Paschal 
Chronicle follows Epiphanius and ascribes the work of Theodotion 
to the year A.D. 184. The above date is very doubtful, and is in 
all probability one or more decades too late. But even if we 
could establish as early a date as 150, it would not materially 
lessen the difficulties which embarrass the relations of this version 
with that of the LXX. For we find that a great variety of 
readings, which we class under (c), and which are peculiar to 
Theodotion as against the LXX, are found already in quotations 
from Daniel in the first century of the Christian era. 

Before entering, however, on this large question, we should 
observe that prior to Jerome’s time? the Church discarded the 


1 Swete reproduces the Codex Chisianus as published in Cozza’s Sacrorum 
Bibliorum vetustissima fragmenta graeca et latina, vol. 3, 1877. 
2 Praef.in Dan. Danielem prophetam iuxta LXX interpretes... ecclesiae non 


d2 


lii THE BOOK OF DANIEL § 13 


use of the LXX version of Daniel in favour of that of Theodotion. 
How this came about Jerome could not tell. The way for such 
radical action had already been prepared by the action of Origen, 
whose citations from Daniel, as Dr. Gwynn writes (Dict. © 
Christian Biography, iv. 974), ‘agree almost verbatim with the 
text of Theodotion now current’, a fact that accords well with 
the announcement made by Origen, in the ninth volume of his 
lost Stvomata, that he intended to use this version. (Jerome on 
Dan. 4°). 

But Theodotion’s version was used by several of the Fathers 
before Origen’s time. Clement of Alexandria used Theodotion 
with occasional readings from the LXX. 

In North Africa Tertullian’s (0b. 240) references to Daniel are 
based mainly on the LXX version, though in a few cases he 
cites Daniel according to Theodotion. His contemporary Cyprian 
(ob. 258), Burkitt states, took his citations from the Old Latin 
translation of Daniel according to the LXX, which was already 
corrected according to Theodotion’s version (cf. De op. et elem 5. 
ed. Hartel, p. 377). 

At an earlier date Hippolytus, the pupil of Irenaeus, adopted 
this version in his Commentary on Daniel about a.D. 202. 
Hippolytus was here following in the footsteps of his master 
Irenaeus, who was the first among the Fathers to quote Daniel 
9*4~7 as a Messianic prophecy according to Theodotion’s version. 

(c) Pre-Theodotion Version.2, We have thus far only mentioned 
writers who lived subsequently to the date usually assigned to 
Theodotion. But the Theodotion type of text was clearly familiar 
to writers of an earlier date. Thus in Hermas there is one 
legunt, utentes Theodotionis editione et hoc cur acciderit nescio.... Hoc unum 


affirmare possum, quod multum a veritate discordet. Cf. Contra Ruff., ii. 33. 

1 See Bratke, Das neu entdeckte 4. Buch des Dan. Comm. von Hippolyt., 
Bonn, 1891. 

» In this recognition of a pre-Theodotion version of Daniel I follow in the 
steps of many scholars of the last hundred years. Credner (Beitrige sur Einl. 
in die bibl. Schriften, 1838, ii, 261-272) put forward the conjecture that there 
was an Early Christian version of Daniel, on which the New Testament quota- 
tions were based, as well as some of Justin Martyr’s. Gwynn (DCB, iv. 976) 
disagrees with Credner’s hypothesis. Strongly influenced by Salmon’s view 
(Introduction, p.548 sqq.) that ‘there is no clear evidence that St. John had 
ever seen the so-called version’ of Daniel, he shows by a variety of evidence 
(with all of which I cannot indeed agree) that the Greek text is clearly a Jewish 
and not a Christian translation. ‘Side by side with the Christian LXX, there 
was current among the Jews from pre-Christian times, another version of Daniel, 
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undoubted reference (V7s. iv. 2. 4) to Theodotion’s version of 
Daniel 6” and possibly to others. 

But the existence of Theodotion’s readings before the time of 
Theodotion is still more clearly established by the long extract 
Justin Martyr (0d. c. 163) gives in his Dial. c. Tryph. 31 from 
Dan. 7. This extract while fundamentally in agreement with the 
LXX, presents us witha score of distinctively Theodotion words 
and phrases, and at least as many readings peculiar to the LX X. 
That Justin has quoted twenty verses from this pre-Theodotion 
Version I have sought to prove in § 25. 

That this combination of the two distinct types in not due to 
pure eclecticism or defective remembrance on the part of Justin 
has been shown by Burkitt (O/d Latin and Itala, p. 22 sqq.), 
since we find the same admixture in the Latin version in 
Tertullian’s reproduction of the same passage. But earlier still, 
Clement of Rome (1 Cor 34°, ¢. a.p. 96) shows acquaintance 
(Dan. 7?° ederovpyour, LXX eOeparevov) with Theodotion in a citation 
from the passage of Daniel just referred to, and Barnabas (Ef. 4°) 
recalls Theodotion’s rendering of Dan. 7*4 more closely than 
that of the LXX. 

But still more memorable is the attestation given by certain 
passages of the N.T. to the existence of a pre-Theodotion text. 

The citations from the N.T. are here mainly confined to 
Revelation: but we should not ignore Matt. 21** (= Luke 20'*) 
Aukunoe from Th. 244: Matt. 28° 1d &dupa adrod Nevkdy doei xray from 


more deserving of the name, claiming to belong to the LXX collection and 
similar in general character to the LXX versions of other books of the Hagio- 
grapha; that this was the version known to the author of the Book of Baruch 
(or the Greek translator of it); and to St. Matthew, St. Mark,...St Clement, and 
to Hermas ; and that it was also the version on which Theodotion founded his,’ 
Swete (Introd. to the Old Testament, p. 48 sq.) writes with reserve on this 
question, but in his Commentary on the Apocalypse, p. cliv sq,, he practically 
accepts Salmon’s view and writes: ‘the Greek text of Daniel known to the 
Apocalyptist came nearer to the Theodotionic than to the Chigi text,’ Thackeray 
in his Septuagint and Jewish Worship, 1921, p. 24 sqq., admits the necessity of 
assuming a pre-Theodotion translation, The many parallels between 1 Baruch 
(later half of first century a.D.) and this translation where it diverges from the 
LXX can thus easily be explained. 

Montgomery (p. 50) in closing a discussion of this question concludes that 
‘there existed some such body of received translation (i.e. Theodotionic) before 
the Christian age’, but he urges that ‘we must not too quickly assume a written 
version’. He advances the hypothesis of ‘a Hellinistic oral Targum’ But the 
hypothesis does not explain the facts. 
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Th, 78: James 1)? paxdpios dvnp os iropévee= Th. 12!2(?): Heb. rr 
&ppakay ordpara Nedvtwv: cf, Th. 623 (22) evéppagev tr, oTdpara TOV hedvT av, 

For the existence of a pre-Theodotion text, which was in part 
based on the LX X and a redacted edition of the Hebrew-Aramaic 
text of Daniel the following evidence, which could be given in 
greater fullness, may be adduced. 

Revelation. There are several passages in the Apocalypse 
which show a dependence on a pre-Th. text. 

In 17 dod epxerae pera 7. veeddy 70d ovpavod agrees with Th. tag 
Here the LXX has idod éni r. veeAGv Tod otpavod .. . HpXETO. 

In 1}? yiveoOar pera taira, Cf, Th. 279: 4° yevéoOar pera tadra. 

9° ra cidwda Ta xpvod Kal Ta dpyupa Kal Ta xaAkG Kal Ta AiOwa Kal Ta 
fidwa. Cf. Th. 52* where exactly the same enumeration is given 
save that the adjectives are all in the masc., being dependent on 
rovs Oeovs. Here the LXX has only ra eidwda ra xetporoinra, 

10* odpdyoov, Th. 87° odpdyor tr. dpacow, LXX different. 

10° apooey ev TO CavTt = Th. 12%. LXX 6. +. Cévra. 

II? mower per aitav médeuov Kai wmxjoe aitovs. Th, 77! erode 
mOdepov peta T. Gylav kal toyvoev mpds aitovs. LXX mod\euoy cvmordpevov 
mpos T, dylous Kat TpoTroUpevoy avTovs. 

1113 CSwxav ddfav tr. Oe@ 1. evpavod. Cf. Th. 2!9 etdAdynoey 7. b€or r. 
ovpavod. LXX differs. 

1618 Onis ofa od yéyover ad’ As yeyevnra ev tH yp— Th. 121 oios vik 
eyevero af’ ob of dvOpora éeyévovto emi tis ys. ‘The last three words 
are peculiar to Rev. and Th. 

19° gery bxdov and Th. 10% den) dxydov (L.XX GopvBov), 

20* kpipa edn avrois, Th. 772 7d xpiua Saxev dyios, 

20! réros ody etpeOn adrois = Th. 2°°: but LXX Sore pndev xara- 
AeePOnvar eE adray, 

In Rev. there are some passages which show the influence 
of the LXX. I have dealt with these in my Comm. on Rev., 
and in any casé this subject does not call for treatment here. 

But the circulation and use of the pre-Theodotion text for 
nearly a century after the N.T. Apocalyse cannot be ignored. 
They confirm the conclusions already arrived at. 

Ep. Clement, xxxiv. 6 (c. A.D. 96) Mupiae pupiddes mapecorjkecoar 
ait@ Kal xiduae xirdcddes EXetrovpyouv ait. In Th. 7° we find xidua 
xAtddes ENecrovpyour aire kai pvp, puptades mapidtyKecay aro. Here Th, 
agrees with the LXX save in reading éerovpyow where the 
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LXX has ¢6epdrevov. Clement as Rev. 5! inverts the order of 
the numerals, ‘thousand thousands’ and ‘ten thousand times 
ten thousand’. 

Justin Martyr (A.D. 100-163) shows an admixture of Th. and 
the LXX, or a revised LXX, or the actual use of the pre- 
Theodotion version in his Dra/. 31. That neither of the first 
hypotheses is correct I am fully convinced so far as Dial. 31 is 
concerned, in which we find twenty consecutive verses of Daniel, 
i.e, 9°*8, Since the problem is a difficult one, I have treated 
it at some length in § 25(a), and furnished what appears to 
be conclusive evidence that Justin has in this passage drawn 
his quotations from the pre-Theodotion version, though in a few 
other passages he has used the LXX. 

Again in Dial. 110. 7 he follows the LXX 1126 éadda Aadjoe 
where Th. has Aadjoee imépoyxa. 

Shepherd of Hermas, Vis. iv. 2. 4 (A.D. 140-155), ‘0 Képws 
dméotethev tov dyyedov aitod .. . ob Td bvopd eat Seypi, Kai evédpakev TO 
ordpa avrov, iva py o¢ Avudvy. Here Hermas follows a pre-Th. text. 
In Th. 67°@2) we have 6 éeds pou dnéoreidev r. dyyehov aitod kat evéppaker 
Ta oTduata Tay AedvT@v Kat ovK eAvpnvavTd pe. I have underlined the 
words in Hermas dependent on a pre-Th. text. Even the word 
Seypi, as Rendel Harris has pointed out, recalls the verb 73D ‘shut’ 
(the mouth). See DCB. iv. 601. The clause containing this word 
may have originated ina gloss. Here the LXX is different. 

Irenaeus (c. A.D. 180) Adv. Haer. v. 25. 4 quotes Th.’s version 
of Dan. 8%, as well as v. 25. 3 from Th. 7? *49- 

Clem. Alex. (A.D. 150-210), ed. by Stahlin, 1906). 

Dan. 27-8; Strom. i. 4 (330 P). Purely Th. save for the 
addition of dvvayis rod before dvayyciha, 

ae Paed ii. 10 (235 P). eréOnoav, pnoi, Opdvor kai exdbicev en’ adray 
ooel madatds nuepov kal TO evdupa adrod acel Xiov AcvKdv. Here Clem. 
reproduces Th. over against the LXX. But it does more: it 
gives the true apocalyptic designation of God aoei wah. jyepav, 
though all other authorities save the LXX 7'* omit the cei or 
its Aramaic original. 

813-14; Strom. i. 21 (408 P) = Th. 

92-7: Strom. i. 21 (393 P) = Th. with some divergences. He 
corrects Theodotion’s kat dmadeiar kai tod é&AdcacOa into Kat rod 
dmandeipa kal rot é&iAdcacOa, The first verb was originally a gloss. 
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12-12; Strom. i. 21 (409 P) = Th. with one or more slight 
divergences. 

For the existence of two such versions we have a partial 
analogy in the two Books of Esdras in the LXX. A further 
and better analogy to the existence of two different versions of 
the Book of Daniel, which in fact represent in a minor degree 
two recensions of that book, may be found in the Testaments of 
the Twelve Patriarchs, of which there are two distinct Greek 
versions, one of which is represented by three MSS., and the 
other by six. 

If the scope of this work admitted of it, we should now have 
to inquire: did these two versions go back to different Semitic 
originals; or did the notable variations between these two 
versions arise within the Greek itself? But though we cannot 
advance here the detailed evidence of the Semitic text and of 
the Greek versions, we can state the conclusions arrived at from 
the above evidence. These are, that if the Semitic text in its 
present form is as old as the Christian era, or even as ancient as 
50 B.Cc., then there existed side by side with it another and earlier 
form of the Semitic text, of which the LX X form in the Chigi MS. 
presents us with a valuable, though corrupt rendering. It is 
possible to prove that the vast majority of the corruptions in this 
version can be traced to a Semitic background. 

This statement holds in regard to chapters 1-3, 7-12, and its 
cogency has been recognized to a considerable extent by all the 
foremost scholars. 

(d@) But with regard to chapters 4-6 the case is different. 
Here the foremost scholars have in most cases relinquished the 
study of these chapters in despair. Thus Bevan writes on p. 46: 
‘In chapters 3-6 .,. . the original thread of the narrative is often 
lost in a chaos of accretions, alterations, and displacements.’ 

The same view is practically set forth by Behrmann on 
p. 30 seq. of the introduction to his edition. Bludau (Alexan- 
drinische Uebersetzung des Buches Dantel, p. 154, 1897) states as 
his opinion, after a critical examination of the LXX, that 
chapters 4-6 are to be named ‘a revision rather than a transla- 
tion’. This verdict is quoted with approval by Marti in his 
edition, p. xix. 

On p. 31 Bludau includes chapter 3 in this criticism. It is 
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less corrupt indeed than 4-6. In regard to these the translator 
is said to have sometimes filled the role of a translator, sometimes 
of a paraphrast, and sometimes of an epitomizer. To these 
adverse critics of 4-6 we may now add Montgomery, Book of 
Daniel, p. 38, 1927. He thinks (p. 37) that 3-6 circulated as an 
independent and pre-Maccabean collection of stories, as Bevan 
had already suggested. 

But with the above conclusions the present writer cannot agree. 
A long sustained and minute study of the text and versions has 
led him to conclude that it is just in these chapters that the 
LXX makes its greatest contribution to the recovery of the 
original text over against the late redacted text of the MT. 
particularly in chapter 4 and to a less extent in 5. The bulk of 
the evidence for this conclusion cannot of course be given here, 
but some of the grounds are enumerated in the introduction to 
chapters 4-6. The LXX, however, which has been reproduced 
in Hexaplaric form, needs to be critically edited. 

In fact, in many instances it attests an older and purer form 
of the LXX text. It retains the critical signs introduced by 
Origen into the text, i.e. the asterisk, and obelus, and the 
metobelus, which have as a rule been omitted in the Codex 
Chisianus. 

(e) I have occasionally referred to the fragments of the 
versions of Aquila and Symmachus in the Commentary, but 
have no space to deal with them here. 

(f) The Peshitto Version belongs to the same type of version 
as Theodotion, and therefore agrees for the most part with the 
Massoretic text. It is reproduced from practically identical 
texts in the London and Paris Polyglots and by Lee in 1823. 
A photographic reproduction of the Ambrosian MS. was pub- 
lished by Ceriani in 1876. Of course it diverges at times from 
all known authorities, and in one case may single-handed repre- 
sent the original, ie. in 11+, 

(g) The Syriac Version of Paul of Tella. This slavishly literal 
rendering of Origen’s Hexaplaric text was made at Alexandria 
in the years 616-617 by Paul of Tella. It is preserved in an 
eighth century MS., and was published by Bugati in 1788. 

1 This version was first made known to the world of scholars by Andreas 


Masius (0, 1573) from a MS. which has since been lost. But another MS. was 
preserved at Milan, which Ceriani published in photographic facsimile, Codex 
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This Syriac version is of great value in the correction of the 
Codex Chisianus. 

(h) The Old Latin. According to Burkitt (Rules of Tyconims, 
p. exvi) ‘The Old Latin brings us the best independent proof 
we have that the Hexaplar signs introduced by Origen can be 
relied on for the reconstruction of the LXX. Passages in 
Hexaplar MSS. to which is prefixed the asterisk (X) profess to 
be no part of the original LXX but to have been added from 
other sources. Vo such passage is found in any genuine form of 
the African Latin.’ For a very extensive list of O.L. Patristic 
quotations see Ranke, Fragmenta versionis sacrarum scriptu- 
rarum latina antehieronymiana, Vienna, 1868; Par palimpsestorum 
wirceburgensium, 1871 (i.e. the Wurzburg Fragments); Siui- 
gardiana versionis sacrarum scripturarum latinae antehierony- 
mianae fragmenta, Vienna 1888; Dold, Konstanzer altlateinische 
Propheten, Leipzig, 1923, in Texte u. Arbeiten herausgegeben 
durch die Erzabter Beuron, 1 Abt., Heft 7-9; also Montgomery’s 
enumeration (in his Comm.) of O.L. Fragments from all sources, 
p. 29 seqq., which he says amounts to three-fourths of the entire 
book. A comprehensive and critical study of these fragments 
and their bearing on the LXX is much to be desired. 

(¢) The Vulgate Version. This version was made in the years 
319-405. It is most closely related to the Massoretic text and 
to Theodotion. Sometimes it agrees with the Massoretic against 
Theodotion, and sometimes conversely, whilst in others it seems 
to take an independent line. In 6” (@# it may be the only 
authority which preserves the original text. In 9" it apparently 
does so also in conjunction with the LXX. 

(k) The Sahidic and Bohairic versions are translations of the 
Th. as Sir Herbert Thompson informs me. I have not been 
able to make any use of them. 

() The Ethiopic version of Daniel, published last year in 
Paris by Oscar Lofgren, appeared too late to be of service to 
this edition. It is itself a version of Th., and a very free and at 
times unintelligible version of it. It differs from Th. in reading 
‘vision’ and not ‘visions’ (4?, 715). It reproduces the non- 
Semitic expression ‘vision of the head’ in 27° (COW) 4? (A, A, L,), 
75 and certain MSS. of 7}. 


syvo-hexaplaris Ambrosianus 1873. See Swete, Introd. to the Old Testament, 
pp. 112-13. 
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§ 14. The Massoretic Text—its essentially 
secondary character. 


The Massoretic text of our author may on the whole be 
regarded as representing the substance of the original, but in 
scores or rather hundreds of passages it is wholly untrustworthy 
as to the form of the original and occasionally as to its subject- 
matter. But to be more definite, we are obliged to maintain 
that it is very often inferior to the LXX, Th., Pesh., and Vulg., 
and that, if it is our aim to recover as far as possible the original 
Aramaic of 2*>-7, or the primitive form of the Hebrew version 
of the remaining chapters, we must have constant recourse to 
the above versions. 

The great scholars of the past and present, who have devoted 
their energies to the recovery and interpretation of Daniel, have 
as a rule overlooked the fact that this work belongs not to the 
prophetic type of O.T. literature but to the Apocalyptic, and that, 
whereas O.T. prophecies, which dealt with contemporary nations 
and individuals under their actual designations, were first spoken 
and then committed to writing under the names of their respective 
authors, Jewish apocalypses were first written and not spoken, 
and written, moreover, under the names not of their actual 
authors but of various ancient worthies who lived some 400 to 
4000 years (according to Jewish chronology) before the actual 
period of the respective authors of these apocalypses. 

Jewish apocalypses thus dealt in the main with the individuals 
and nations of the past down to their authors’ actual period and 
generally with these under symbolic designations. .When the writer 
approaches his own period this rule held absolutely. Personal or 
national names were then absolutely eschewed and only symbolic 
designations used. Hence, as we shall see later, the clauses in 
Dan. 114! 44 mentioning nations contemporary with the writer of 
Daniel are, as even tyros in apocalyptic literature will recognize, 
interpolations made 161 or at latest before 1458.c., when the LXX 
was translated, and when the Jews could hold their own with 
their national enemies. Since Jewish apocalypses after the third 
century B.c. were in all cases pseudonymous,’ this pseudomity 
must for some years, if not for one or more generations, have 
exposed the text to corruptions, interpolations, dislocations, and 


1 Not so the great Christian Apocalypse. See my Comm. I, p. xxxviii sqq. 
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manifold other evils incident to the reproduction and circulation 
of pseudonymous works. In the case of Daniel, not only was it 
composed in secret as all Jewish apocalypses, but the earliest 
scribes who copied it must have worked in secret—not only to 
escape discovery on the part of the agents of Antiochus and the 
Hellenizing Jews, but also of the main body of the faithful 
remnant, to which the writers themselves belonged. During 
this period, when Daniel was being copied by scores of scribes, 
some of whom were not improbably illiterate, errors of every 
kind must have crept into the text. This fact cannot be ignored, 
when we come down to the LXX version, which, though made 
within twenty years after the composition of the original, teems 
with corruptions of every variety. But, notwithstanding these, 
no student of Daniel can fail to recognize that this version is 
invaluable to him in his efforts to recover the oldest form of the 
text. This fact will grow in impressiveness as his study advances, 
till at last he reaches the conviction, based on unquestionable 
evidence, that between the earliest form of this text which is 
preserved in ‘a mutilated form in the LXX and that which is 
preserved in the MT there yawns a deep and at times an 
impassable gulf. Furthermore, he wins the assurance that, 
whereas the MT and the versions, which support it, represent 
the editing and recasting of the text by a scholar, or rather by 
a body of scholars through successive generations from possibly 
as early aS 145 B.c. down to A.D. 400, the LXX represents the 
honest attempt of one, or possibly more scholars, to render into 
Greek the corrupt bilingual text of Daniel, a text so corrupt that 
they found the task of giving an intelligible version at times 
utterly beyond them, and so had to content themselves with 
simply reproducing in Greek the bilingual text that lay before 
them with its innumerable corruptions and with its frequent 
dittographs or occasional tritographs. 

We have now to justify by actual evidence this general sketch 
of the relations existing between the early text of Daniel as in 
the main represented by the LXX and its later edited form, as 
it appears in the MT. 

(a) Corruptions in the MT according to the Versions. The MT 
2s in a dosen of passages without the support of a single version, 
LXX, Th., Pesh., or Vulg., though the latter three as a rule 
supportit. ‘This evidence of the later versions suggests that in 
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certain passages the MT is not older than the fourth century a.p. 
In some of these passages, the evidence of the context is all but 
conclusive in itself apart from the documentary evidence. 

3". LXX, Th., Pesh., Vulg., and context require two emenda- 
tions of the MT: ‘We have no need to discuss this question ; 
‘for! there is a God, whom we serve, who is able to deliver us... 
out of thy ‘hands’. But if not, be it known unto thee, O king, 
that we will not serve thy god.’ This is the answer of the three 
Confessors to the king’s arrogant question: ‘What god is there 
that shall deliver you out of my hands?’ It gives the strongest 
and fullest reply conceivable. ‘We have no need to answer 
thee in this matter ; ‘for' the God whom we serve can deliver us 
and He will deliver us out of thy "hands'.’ Contrast this text 
with the MT which gives the hopelessly weak text: ‘We have 
no need to answer thee in this matter: tift our God whom we 
serve be able to deliver us, he will, &c.’ See pp. 68-70. 

7°18, “Vision of the night’: so LXX, Pesh., and Vulg. Th. 
also in 7'°, and in 7?7in two MSS. MT wrongly reads ‘visions 
of the might? in 7°". See —fransl.-2'* n. 

87. Here the versions require the excision of the clause in the 
MT [‘and it was so when I saw’]. This is a mere tautology 
drawn from 8", 

814, ‘Unto him’ as also the context requires: MT ‘unto tmet’. 

871, ‘The he-goat’. Cf. 8°. Here the MT incorporated a 
Hebrew gloss wywn. See p. 216. 

9%. ‘Sins’ (dzs). MT ‘sin’ (072s). 

9”. ‘Tell 'thee’’. Versions+2 Heb. MSS. MT ‘tell’. 

9”. ‘Together with’. Here one Heb. MS. (8%) and Ag. 
support the four versions. MT ‘people’ (®Y). 

ro!®, ‘Be strong and of a good courage (versions+6 Heb. 
MSS). MT ‘be strong: yea be strong’. 

12%, ‘The dust of the earth’. MT ‘a land of dust’. 

(6) LXX (original text of), Th., Vulg., Joseph. read ‘ Mene, 
Tekel, Peres’ while the interpretation in MT 5”°~* requires this 
reading. Yet MT reads ‘Mene, Mene, Tekel, Upharsin’. Here 
the weight of evidence against the MT is no less strong than that 
under (a). 

(c) LXX, Th. (in part), Vulg., Joseph. (in part). 

24, '‘from a mountain’'. Only MT and Pesh. om. Justin, 
Dial. 70 and Cypr. Test. II. 17 also contain the phrase. But 
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the definite phrase ‘the mountain’ in 2* postulates the previous 
mention of the indefinite phrase. 

25, the clay, the iron’. MT reads ‘the iron, the clay’. 
See note on p. 43. 

65 (24), ‘were cast... they, their wives and their children’. 
The evidence for ‘were cast’ is found in the four authorities 
above cited. For ‘they, their wives and children’ we have the 
LXX, Pesh., and Vulg. [38 (i.e. ‘they’) by this emendation of 
the text is restored to the only usage it has elsewhere in Biblical 
Aramaic. For the order ‘their wives and their children’ which 
is the more normal order in the O.T. we have the support of 
the LXX, Pesh., Vulg., and Cypr. Test. III. 20, whereas the 
MT and Th. give the reverse order, which is the normal Greek 
one. For the Semitic order inthe Papyri, fifth century B.c., see 
Cowley 307 %, 3114. MT reads ‘they cast them (/138). . . their 
children and their wives’. Pesh. supports MT in reading ‘cast 
them’ but disagrees with what follows. 

88. ‘horns’! So first three authorities. MT. om. 

817. ‘and stood’'. So first three authorities. MT. om. 

(d@) LXX and Th. 

3i. ‘in the 18th year’’. MT, Pesh. and Vulg. om. But 
this dating of the narratives and visions is characteristic of our 
author. Hence in 4! where only the LXX preserves the date, 
it must be followed against all the later authorities. See § 4. 

614 (18), | before his God’! The LXX and Th. differ in form 
here but presuppose this phrase. MT om. 

61615), om. ‘came tumultuously to the king and’. 

818, "‘is taken away’'. So LXX and Th. MT om. 

108, ‘J left him ‘with the prince'’,s So LXX and Th. MT 
‘I was left’. 

rr'7, '‘ But shall make an agreement with him’!. LXX, Th., 
and Vulg. MT ‘and upright ones with him and he shall do’. 

116, '‘his anxieties”'. LXXand Th. MT corrupt. 

(e) Even a single later version has occasionally to be followed 
when the context supports it. 

Thus in 2° read with Th. ‘the clay, the iron’. MT against 
the entire context reads ‘the iron, the clay’. 

Again in 6% (4) with Vulg., adduct: sunt, read YO. ‘were 
brought’ and not "0% ‘they brought’. 

Possibly in r1*! we should read with the Pesh. naxw ‘remnant’ 
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instead of mwsn, ‘chief’: and certainly in 5), it alone amongst 
the versions reads rightly ‘kept alive’, where Th. and Vulg. 
read érunrey, Here unhappily the LXX is defective. 

(f) LXX—even when it stands alone—possesses for the 
recovery of the text as it existed between 165-145 B.C. a critical 
value transcending all the other versions collectively. 

This version has been quoted already under the first four 
headings (a-d) in conjunction with other versions. I shall now 
quote some of the passages where it stands alone in preserving 
the text. 

28, 42 (6), 7 (10), 10 (18) 71,15, In these six passages we have in MT 
a non-Semitic expression ‘visions of the head’, where we should 
expect ‘visions of the heart’. Cf. Jer. 231% But in none of 
these passages does this non-Semitic expression occur in the 
LXX. It appears in the addition of the redactor twice in the 
MT, i.e. in the interpolation 42>—7? (45>-19), which was un- 
known to the LXX. In 4!°@°) the LXX reads ‘in my vision’ 
(ev r@ Urve pov) where MT, Pesh., and Vulg. have ‘in the visions 
of my head upon my bed’, but Th. ‘in the vision of the night 
upon my bed’. In 7! the LXX reads épapa cide rapa kepadryv = 
‘he saw a vision near his head’, while in 7 it reads ‘in the 
vision of the night’. The words that follow are as the asterisk 
shows borrowed from a later version. It is noteworthy that in 
these six passages the plural ‘visions’ does not occur in the 
LXX : nor elsewhere in the original text save in 7? kad’ dnvous 
vuetés. But in Isa. 29’ this pl. renders a Hebrew sing. : see notes 
on 7718 below.! 

31. ©‘ When he had brought under his rule cities and provinces 
and all that dwell upon the earth from India to Ethiopia.’’ This 
clause gives Nebuchadnezzar’s reason for erecting the great 
image on the plains of Babylon. ; 

41, In the eighteenth year of his reign.’'! Here the usage of 
our author requires a date; see § 4. 

42-Tb G-10b), Here the LXX (supported by Josephus) alone 
preserves the true order of the text, which brings to light the 
dislocations, interpolations, and losses of the MT. See Transl., 
P- 356. 

1 In our author the phrase ‘visions of the head’ is always secondary: so 
likewise is ‘visions of the night’. He never uses ‘vision’ in the plural. Our 


author uses two forms of the phrase conveying this idea. See note on 21° 
(Translation), 
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5'. Whose name is Daniel, one of the exiles of Judah’.' 
Here Josephus supports the LXX and the context postulates 
some such statement. Cf. also Th. 1°, 5°. 

6*(8), And he prospered in the king’s business which he 
carried out.’? So LXX—a clause which explains the king’s 
wish to promote Daniel. It is stupidly transposed to 67°?) by 
the redactor. See Comm., p. 150, sqq. 

67 (6), Here with LXX (évarriov rot Baoikéws) we should emend 
‘said to him’ (99) into ‘said before him’ (mp). Cf. 3%2, 6, 
where évarriov is a rendering of D4p in a like context. See note, 
p. 154, ad fin.: also § 20, w. 

629 (28), Here the LXX alone preserves the original. '‘So 
Daniel was set over the kingdom of Darius. And king Darius 
was gathered to his people. And Cyrus the Persian received 
the kingdom.’! The MT isa confused medley of two distinct 
types of text. See pp. 151-2. 

7’. ‘In a vision of the night.” So LXX, Pesh., Vulg., Th., 
om. MT reads ‘in visions of the night.’ In this last passage 
Th. and Vulg. support LXX, Pesh., om. 

7°. ‘he made war with the saints.”! 

7/8. ‘in the vision of the night.” So LXX, Th., Vulg. Pesh. 
om. MT reads as in 7”. 

7". "Shall be destroyed from off.”! | MT has the impossible 
reading, ‘shall arise out of’. See pp. 189-90. 

tol, [Which is Hiddekel]. LXX om. this false and mistaken 
gloss in the MT, Th., and Vulg. The Pesh. rightly interprets 
it as the Euphrates. 

rr°4, ‘In the city and many in their several homesteads.’? MT 
and dependent versions wholly corrupt: ‘Many shall join 
themselves to them with flatteries’. See note on pp. 310-11. 


(g) Dislocations of the text of the MT. 


18 should be read-after 15>> 1-2) after ats [2** etter a :] 
3°13 (41) after 4°4 as the LXX shows: 57-°, which in the MT 
is dislocated, interpolated, and defective, should be read as 
follows with the help of the LXX and Josephus, 574 }» 8 9, 8b, 
Te, See notes zz /oc. and in translation: 61° (8) should be read 
thus, 6194 4b, ¢: 7920-21 jn the order 10208 218, 20b, 1b; yy4, a,b, ¢, 
d,e, f in the order 114%» & & f, 4, 
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(h) Interpolations in MT, some of which originated 
in marginal glosses. 


1%, ‘to the house of his god’: 2%, ‘he went’: 2° ‘and as 
iron that crusheth’: 373: 43-74, these last verses being against 
the context: also against the grammar of our author and against 
the LXX which omits them: 47>: 49>: 4! (an addition by the 
redactor to make the text harmonize with the previous inter- 
polation 4°~7*; 4%!-4_a@ recast of the original text by the 
redactor and in this edition relegated to the notes: 57 ‘and the 
king answered and said to his wise men of Babylon’. LXX 
does not admit of this clause. Josephus omits it: 5!° ‘by reason 
of the words of the king and of his lords’: 512 ‘ whom the king 
named Belteshazzar’: 6°() ‘neither was there any error or 
fault found in him’; 6!°@%) ‘concerning the interdict of the 
king’: 6'6(15) ‘came tumultuously to the king and’: see note 
in the Transl. zz Joc. : 629 @5) conflate and inconsistent text in MT: 
see notes 7% /oc. : 7! ‘visions of his head’ and ‘he told’: 7? ‘ Daniel 
answered and said’: 7!° ‘and went forth’: 71! ‘I beheld ’—the 
second one,: 7'° ‘for ever and’: 8? ‘and it was so when I saw’: 
also ‘and I saw in the vision’: 87! duplicate expression in Class. 
Heb. ‘the he-goat’: 8% ‘but not by his own power’: 8?" ‘fainted 
and’: g9* %°—the interpolated prayer drawn probably from 
existing Hebrew liturgies: 10* ‘which is Hiddekel’: 10% ‘and 
I retained no strength’: 10° ‘on my face’: 101° contains a 
conflation of glosses: 11) ‘not’ interpolated before ‘withstand ’ 
against LXX, Th., Pesh.: 11°° ‘and to make them white: r1*! 
‘Edom and Moab and the chief of the children of Ammon’: 11** 
‘and the Libyans and the Ethiopians shall be in his train ’—these 
last two contemporary enemies of Judah—being impossible in 
a pseudepigraph : 12? ‘shame and’: 12'° ‘and make themselves 
white’: 12! and 12!2-! are the earliest interpolations in the book. 

The reader can find these interpolations dealt with in the 
foot-notes to the English translation, and at length in the Com- 


mentary. 


(¢) Replacement of one word by another in MT having a different 
or wrong meaning, or by an earlier Hebrew equivalent. 

In 6’) the MT has seemingly replaced 1329p (so LXX, Th., 

Pesh., and even the Vulg., though in a corrupt form, and 
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Josephus ; see pp. 152-4). Thus no version or other authority 
supports wann in this passage from the 2nd cent. B.c. to the 4th 
a.p. In 6165) the MT, which has against it, the LXX and Th., 
and the context as it appears in LXX and Josephus, inserted 
this verb (see p. 154). But the context not only of the LXX and 
Josephus throughout, but even of MT in 6 (4), here presupposes 
the presence of Daniel’s enemies during the whole interview till 
sunset and not of their departure and tumultuous return accord- 
ing to the inconsistent narrative of the MT. 

In 628b(@7b), as the LXX as well as the context prove, the 
text was recast by some redactor or the Massoretes by a con- 
flation of clauses, which in part belonged originally to 6*@) and 
629(28), Hence we must restore 0°? in place of nbyn which was 
borrowed from 64), and translate ‘Daniel was set over the 
kingdom of Darius’ instead of ‘this Daniel prospered in the 
reign of Darius’. See pp. 150-2. 

In 77 the MT has 7 }\D 1p" instead of jp yT4N’ as the LXX and 
the mythical conception behind the text require. The four 
kingdoms do not ‘arise from the earth’ but are ‘destroyed from 
off the earth’. Th. has both readings, but corrects the } into 
Sy and so escapes making a statement in glaring contradiction 
with 7° and the myth in question. 

In 9% the original Hebrew rendering ninnd (so LX X drandeivar, 
and Vulg. delere) ‘to blot out’, ‘to forgive wholly’ was replaced 
by an early reviser by the legalistic verb 1525 ‘to forgive’ (but 
as a rule not freely, but for a consideration, a sacrifice or penalty 
of some sort). Montgomery (p. 374) quotes Driver and seeks 
to justify 1995 as connoting at once the legal and religious im- 
plications of this verb. But this seems inadmissible here, seeing 
that, though the LXX uses about ten verbs to render “53, it 
never elsewhere uses any form of adcipew, simple or compound, 
to do so. Nor does the Vulg. use delere to render it. This 
conclusion is valuable. When Th. made his version (c. A.D. 150) 
he found mind already displaced by 1925 and so he rendered 
the latter by rod efiAdcacda 7. ddicias. Subsequently a scribe 
added the LXX rendering of mynd in the margin, i.e. Kai 
anakeiae tr, ddixias, Which a later scribe incorporated in the text 
of Th. without adapting it to its new context by inserting rod before 
the verb. When a few years later Clem. Alex., Strom. i. 21 
(393 P) quotes 9”! from Th, he assimilates the intrusion to its new 
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context by inserting the rod. Thus in Th. we have a conflate 
text, which is later reproduced in the Bohairic, Sahidic, and 
Ethiopic versions. 

In 11 the LXX reads els parny = yw which is an obvious 
corruption of nywd ‘for a time’, a pure Aramaism (cf. 3% 15), 
which, however, was used in Mishnaic Hebrew. But the Mas- 
soretes or some earlier revisers replaced this Aramaic phrase by 
the Classical Hebrew Ny 1y. 


(k) Misuse of Hebrew words. 


In ro, r2° 67, 48) which is used to denote the Nile through- 
out the O. T. is used by the Hebrew translator to denote the 
Euphrates. 

In 112 34 +mpbpdnt appears to be either a misuse of this word 
which means ‘slippery places’: cf. Jer. 232; Ps. 35°: or a 
corruption of mpon ‘flatteries’. See pp. 297-98. But as the 
LXX_ shows it is a corruption of ynpon = kAnpodoaia, There 
appears, therefore, to be no justification for attributing the 
meaning of ‘flatteries’ to this word in Hebrew. 

In 12° 4y is said in the Lexicons to mean ‘to rise in the 
resurrection’. But this meaning in Hebrew cannot be justified 
elsewhere, and seems to be due to the interpolation of the 
appendices 121!) 12-18, The context requires us to translate 
‘thou shalt stand’ in thy lot, i.e. Zve to inherit it in the 
coming kingdom. Thus the interpolator has here forgotten that 
he should be writing from the standpoint of the 6th cent. B.c., and 
not as a contemporary of the Maccabees, when the coming of the 
kingdom was due.’ 


(1) Wrong order of words. 


In 445 (18) xnbm not should according to our author’s usage 
be translated ‘this is the dream’, and not ‘this dream’. In 
the latter sense the demonstrative follows (eleven times) and does 
not precede its noun. 

In 41508) the MT reads ‘King Nebuchadnezzar’. Unfortu- 
nately the LXX omits this phrase, but inasmuch as Th., Pesh., 


1 The LXX renders 3M here by dvacryan just as it renders it in 12! of 
Michael and seven times elsewhere, where it can have no reference to the resur- 
rection. The technical Hebrew term of the second century 8.c. used in reference 
to the resurrection is p"Pt as in Daniel 12”; Isaiah 26": or OV Isa. 261% 1°, 
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and Vulg. read ‘Nebuchadnezzar the King’, we may justly 
assume that the MT has introduced this late order, which does 
not apparently occur in Semitic texts before the 2nd cent. B. c. 
For the passages where this late order occurs elsewhere in our 
author, see § 20 dd. The ancient order still persists in our 
author two times out of three. 


(m) Misuse of phrases. 


In 3% the MT and versions corruptly read ‘said unto the 
king’ where according to our author’s usage we should expect 
‘said before the king’. 

It also commits the astounding error of making Nebuchad- 
nezzar say in 4‘) ‘I told the dream before (!) them’, and 
similarly in 4°), though otp = ‘before’ in such contexts in 
our author can only be used in the case of divine or semi- 
divine beings. See § 20. w. But these verses are an intrusion. 
They are wanting in the LXX. 

In 7° MT with all the versions uses the wrong apocalyptic 
form } pny ‘an old man’. See note on p. 182. Clem. 
(Paed. ii. 10) quotes the true expression cei radatds pepov = 
por pinya ‘like an old man’, though where he got it I do 
not know. The LXX, however, in 7!* preserves the right 
apocalyptic form as madais nuepdv. See note on 7° (Translation). 


§ 15. Textual Authorities of the Book of Daniel and their 
respective Relations represented on a Genealogical Table. 


Aramaic Archetype of the Book of Daniel, 165 B.c. 

This Archetype reproduced by many scribes with glosses, and 
dislocations including that of 17°! from its original context 
after 2*°*, and additions such as those of 12"~1! which imply 
three editions within six months. 

| . 

New edition of Daniel with the translation of 1-2‘ and 8-12 

into Hebrew, in which translation three scholars took part— 


possibly as early as 161 B.c., but in any case within a decade 
later. 
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Semitic Text (Hebrew and First Greek translation—the 

Aram.) reproducing the early LXX ‘c, 145 B.c.), reproducing 

dislocation of 129-21 and the the early dislocation of 120-21, 

later Ist cent. B,c. dislocations but not the very much later 
in 4-6. dislocations of 4-6. 


Pre-Theodotion translation on which 
Th. based his translation (¢ 50 B.c.).! 


Semitic Text in 
2nd cent. a.p. 


Hexaplaric and Tetra- 
plaric Texts of Origen? 
(¢, 220 A.D.). 


Th., i.e. Theodotion’s Old Latin 


translation (c, 160 A.D.). 


Peshitto Version 
ard cent. a. pv. (if 
not earlier.) 


Bohairic Sahidic Ethiopic 

Syriac Version 

Vulgate, 4th of Paul of Tella 
cent. A. D. 616-17 A.D. 


Chigi MS. of 11th cent. 
—only LXX surviv- 
ing—containing, how- 

' ever, additions from 
MT 4th to 7th cent. a. D. later versions, 


1 For 20 verses of this translation (7°78) see § 25 a. 

2 For studies and conclusions as to later Hexaplaric Revisions, see Mont- 
gomery, J.B.L., 1925, pp 289-302, ‘The Hexaplaric Strata in the Greek Texts 
of Daniel’; Benjamin, /.B.L., 1925, pp. 303-26, ‘ Collation of Holmes- Parsons, 
23 (Venetus), 62,147, in Dan. from Photographic Copies’; Gehman, J/.B.L., 
1925, pp. 327-52, ‘The Polyglot Arabic Text of Dan. and its Affinities’. 
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§ 16. Date of the Book. 


As a result of modern research it is now generally agreed 
amongst scholars that the Book of Daniel was written about or 
shortly before 165 B.c. 

Inasmuch as the Advent of the Kingdom did not take place 
at the date furnished in 7!4, a reviser or possibly the author 
in a new edition of the book adjourned this date in an appendix 
1211 which extended the 1150 days to 1290. Subsequently on 
the failure of this extention, another reviser added a second 
appendix 12!2-5, which extended the original 1150 days to 1335 
days. Thus within less than six months three editions of this 
book appear to have been issued. 

The chief reasons for these conclusions as to the date are 
as follows: 


1. There is no evidence in Jewish literature written before rg0 B.C. 
of the existence of the Book of Daniel. 


1. The position of the book amongst the Hagiographa and not 
amongst the Prophetical works indicates that the Book of Daniel 
was introduced into the Jewish Canon after the collection of the 
Prophets had been closed, and this was done apparently not 
earlier than the third century B.c. 

The Jewish Canon consists of three divisions: first, the Law 
or Pentateuch, the first formal collection of sacred books; 
secondly, the Prophets, consisting of the historical books, Joshua, 
Judges, Samuel, Kings, and the Prophets properly so called, 
Isaiah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, and the twelve Minor Prophets. 

The exclusion of Daniel from this second division is sufficient 
to prove that this book did not exist when the Canon of the 
Prophets was completed. Moreover, Daniel’s use of the phrase 
‘the books’ in 9%, seems to indicate that the prophetic canon 
was already closed. It is to be observed also that even in the 
Hagiographa Daniel is enumerated near the end after Esther. 

2. The silence of Jesus the son of Sirach (¢. 190 B. c.) touching 
Daniel may prove that Daniel was unknown to him. This 
writer, in his list of Israel’s worthies, chapters 44-50 mentions 
Isaiah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, and the twelve Minor Prophets col- 
lectively, but says not a word of Daniel. If Daniel had been 
known to him, with his roll of achievements which were almost 
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without a parallel in the O.T., the writer could hardly have said, 
as in 49", that no one had ever been born like Joseph. 

3. External testimonies to the existence of Daniel begin with 
the years 145-140 B.c., and they increase in number in subse- 
quent years. Testimonies from 145 B.c.—a.D. 120, including 
merN. 1. 

z Enoch. 6-36 there are several parallel phrases to those 
in Daniel: i.e. in r En. 8%, 1414 1819, 603.4 215, corresponding 
to allied phrases in Dan. 5}%, 817,18, 7% 10,36; but r En. 6-36; 
is of earlier date than Daniel. In 89°, g0?° (before 161 B.c.) the 
phrase ‘pleasant and glorious land’ may be partly dependent on 
Dan. 8°, 111° #1 ‘the glorious land’ of our text, but it can be 
wholly accounted for by Jer. 319; Ezek. 20°16; Zech. 71%; 
Mal. 3) 

On the other hand 1 En. 104? ‘shall shine as the lights of 
heaven’ (104-95 B.c. or as late as 70-64 B.c.), appears to be 
suggested by Dan. 12° ‘shall shine as the brightness of the 
firmament ...and...as the stars’. 

Sibyllines III. In the third book of the Sibyllines 388-400 
(145-140 B.c.) there isa manifestreferenceto Antiochus Epiphanes 
as ‘a man clad with a purple cloak upon his shoulders, fierce, 
unjust, born of a thunderbolt’. The race he sought to destroy 
was that of his brother Seleucus IV (186-176 B.c.), by whose 
son Demetrius I, the son of Antiochus, the ‘one root’ shall be 
cut off, Antiochus V, Eupator. The reference to the ‘ten horns’ 
in 7’ of our text is no less obvious. For the Greek text and a 
fuller treatment of it, see the Comm., p. 167 seq. 

Testaments of the XII Patriarchs (109-107 B.c.). The follow- 
ing passages testify to his use of our author, T. Jos. 3* of »norevovres 
dia r. Ocdv Tod rpocamov 7. xdpw AauBdvovow: cf. Dan. 11%. T. Sim. 2° 
dméoreide 7, dyyeXov adrod kai éppvaarto airov : Dan. 378; T. Jos. 13° tpiros 
yap hv év déuspare mapa ray bapaw apxdvrov: Dan. 5", ‘shall rule as one of 
three’. T. Jos. 19)? 7 yap BaotAcia airod Bacideia Cora aimmos, iris ov 
mapedevoera, Which clearly is based on Dan. 7, which, however, 
reads ‘dominion’ instead. Is this right? T. Lev. 6? cvverjpouy rods 
Adyous TovTous év TH kapdia pou: Dan. 7% ‘I kept the matter in my 
heart’, and in the LXX of Dan. in 4” rods Adyous ev 77 kapdia ouvernpyoe. 
T. Lev. 16! é8dopjxorra EBdondSas: Dan. 117+. T. Reub. 11° kai otvor. . ov« 
Emtov kal kpéas ovdk ciandbev ev TH OTSpaTt pou kal Tay Aptov embupias ovK eayov : 


Dan, 102; T. Jos. 197 éyévero.. ets BonBerav (of Judas Maccabaeus): 
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Dan. 11% where the Maccabees are said to be a ‘little help’. T. 
Lev. 5°: Dan. 1o!* 24, 121, T. Benj. 10° dvaorjcovrat of pev eis dd€av, 
of d€ eis dryiayv: Dan. 12%. Here T. Benj. 108 supports the text 
arrived at in my Commentary. 

Thus the Testaments are valuable for the criticism of the text 
in Dan. 74 and 12”. ; 

The Book of /ubilees, which belongs to the same period as 
the Zestaments uses throughout the scheme of year weeks— 
each year week consisting of seven years. This chronological 
scheme seems to have been supplied by Dan. 9%. The word 
‘week’ (= week of years) has not this sense elsewhere in the 
O.T., though Lev. 25%, 26** °*° had prepared the way for it. 

1 Maccabees, c. 137-105 B.c. In 1° éemdyOvvav xaxa ev tH yp 
agrees in part with the MT of Dan. and in part with the LXX: 
see Comm., p. 332 Seq. 12° dméornoav dé diabjxns dyias= Dan. 11°°, 
where LXX and Th. give different but equivalent renderings 
of wap moa cary. 11 émecov rpavpariat woddoi = Dan. 112%: 154 
Adervypa épyyooews = Dan. 11*4 in LXX but Bdcrvypa jpancpévoy in 
Th. In Dan. 9?’ both the LXX and Th. have 88. rév épnudceor, 
In 121! LXX and Th. have ro (<Th.) 88. rijs (< Th.) epnpadceas. 
None of these renderings are accurate. See Comm. p. 252: 
2°%,60 imply a knowledge of Dan. 3, 6; 44° éexa@dpicay ra &yra = 
Dan. 8'*. There are other echoes of Dan. in this book. 

1 Enoch 37-70 (before 64 B.c.). For the unique interpretation 
of the last oppressors of the Jews designated in Daniel as the 
fourth kingdom, see p. 168 seq. 

Psalms of Solomon (70-30 8.c.). In 3!* of this book an exact 
reproduction of Dan. 12? is found: dvacrjoovra . . . cis Cay aldnoy 
(so LX X—egeyepOnoovra Th.). 

Book of Wisdom (50 B.c.—A.D. 10). In 3? it is said that on 
the day of visitation the righteous ‘shall shine’ (dvadduyovcw), 
which is based apparently on Dan. 12°, where Th. has Aduyovow, 

In the Assumption of Moses (a. D. 17-29) 8' the words ‘such 
as has not befallen them from the beginning until that time’ is 
drawn from Dan. 12’. The writer of this work regarded the 
Fourth Empire in Dan. as the Roman Empire 10%. 

In the Zadokite Fragments there are echoes of our text and 
phrases apparently drawn from it. Thus with nny ospyn 
pn 67: cf. Dan. 1278 pon ypd +. Wyn; with my wip 9%, cf 
Dan. 7527 paydy wep; with (rnp) ow) yaned Jon my 9%, of. 
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Dan. 9% ymin snes pannd sonn. . aoe; with man yen of, 
-ef. Dan. 11° na ‘ywnn; with ympqyD 12 9%, cf. Dan. 12! 
p37 way: also 11°5, with onswp marin 55 sn ‘loose all the 
bonds of their knots’ 16°, cf. Dan. 512 pap sawp. The numbers 
of chapters and verse refer to my edition of the Fragments. 
Some scholars assign these /vagments to the latter half of the 
second century B.c.: the present writer to the latter half of the 
first century B.c. 

2 Baruch (27-31) before a.p. 70. Here 2 Bar. 28! presupposes 
Dan. 72102 

4 Ezra, There are in this composite work many allusions to 
Dan. The most interesting is in 12!°-!2 (a.p. 80-120), where 
the writer plainly implies that the angel in his identification of 
the fourth kingdom (Dan. 77—®: 171% 23 saa) with the Greek 
empire was wrong, since it was to be identified with the Roman 
(see Comm. p. 169)—a view which agrees with that which 
prevails throughout the N.T. The same identification appears 
ae ead 

In the following passages 4 Ezra is in certain phrases depen- 
enurom e Daniel sis Dan. 18, brol 116" <=| Dan: 107? | 782 = 
anny g == Danas. 7 = Dan.a2°9* = Dan,10°: 107 = 
ano = rye 93% = Dano)" This list could ‘be in- 
creased. It shows that in many respects 4 Ezra is more closely 
allied to Daniel than 2 Baruch. The latter is an early represen- 
tation of the Talmudic attitude towards the doctrine of works 
and forgiveness. 


1 In 39°-§ the fourth empire is, as in 4 Ezra, identified with Rome: cf. also 
365-10. But 34-40 was written before a.p. 70. Josephus, Amt. x. 11. 7, who 
follows the older interpreters, identifies the fourth Empire with the Greek (at 
3) TadTa Hyav cvvéBn nadetv TO LOver brd ’Aytidxov Tod "Empavots, Kabds elder 6 
Aavindos). But in the sentence that follows immediately thereon (bracketed 
by Niese as an interpolation), he gives the later interpretation and identifies 
this Empire with Rome, as does also Rev. 13: and ‘Aboda zara 18. In the 
Jer. Targ. II on Gen. 15'* the fourth kingdom is also identified with Rome 
under the symbol ‘Edom’, a symbol used by the Talmudists for Rome. The 
four empires according to the original myth came up from the sea (Dan, 7°). 
But a later form of this myth represents them as arising out of the earth as in 
the late MT text of Dan. 717, where the LXX, however, preserves the true text, 
and Th. combines the two conflicting myths in his conflate version. In the 
very composite work, 4 Ezra, not only does the fourth empire, i. e. Rome, arise 
out of the sea, 111, but in 13° even the Messiah is to do so, and ‘ fly with the 
clouds of heaven ’—a conflation and confusion of thought and expression. 


Ixxiv THE BOOK OF DANIEL § 16 


It is unnecessary to pursue this line of investigation farther. 
Before 165 B.c. Jewish literature shows no knowledge of the 
‘existence of such a book as Daniel, whereas from 145 B.c. 
onwards the use of this book by later writers grows steadily in 
volume and in their appreciation of its sovereign importance in 
its bearing on the future destinies of the world. 

Thus from external testimony we conclude that the Book of 
Daniel was written between 190-140 B.C. 


Il. Lnternal evidence as to the date;of the book. 


First the writer’s inaccurate acquaintance with the events of the 
exile and the immediately subsequent history; 2. his accurate know- 
ledge of the third century z.c. and the first thirty-four years of the 
second century B.C. for which he ts accepted by historical critics 
as an authority of the first rank; and 3. the vague generalities 
which mark the transition of the narrative as it passes from the 
region of history into that of prediction about the years 167-165 B.C. 
These facts can hardly be explained unless on the assumption that 
the book was written between the years 167-165 B.C. 

1. The above facts are manifest to every unbiased student of 
the work, and the proofs of these statements will be found in 
the Commentary in connexion with the passages concerned. 
It follows as a matter of course that the author would have 
a more accurate acquaintance with the history of his own time 
than with that of preceding centuries. If the book had been 
written at the time of the exile, the most accurate part of the 
book would be that which dealt with the events from the time 
of Nebuchadnezzar to that of Cyrus, but this is just the part 
of the book which is least historical. The most important 
inaccuracies are as follows : . 

(a) The transportation of Jehoiachim in the third year of his 
reign: see note on 1”. 

(6) The use ‘of the term Chaldeans, not in its ethnic sense, 
but as denoting a learned class amongst the Babylonians: see 
note in 1‘. 

(c) The assumption that the court language at Babylon was 
Aramaic: see note on 2*; but the text here may not be original. 

(@) The designation of Nebuchadnezzar as ‘the king of 
kings’: see note on 2°7, 

(e) The use of the term ‘satraps’, see note on 3°. 


§ 16 INTRODUCTION Ixxv 


(/) The representation of Belshazzar as the absolute sove- 
reign of Babylonia, the son and successor of Nebuchadnezzar ; 
whereas he was only a vassal king under his father Nabuna’id : 
see pp. 108-113, and § 25. b. 

(g) The mythical Median Empire of Darius, which our author 
represents as following immediately on that of Babylon and the 
mythical king Darius: see pp. 138-146. 

From the above facts it follows that our author had a very 
inaccurate knowledge of the history of the Babylonian period 
as it appears in the Cuneiform records, and that for his know- 
ledge of this period he was indebted to contemporary tradition 
in which the events of Babylonian history often appear in a 
distorted form. Of the Persian period his knowledge appears 
to be scant if not also untrustworthy: see note on p. 273. 

2. But when we come down to the Greek period, the case is 
wholly different and our author becomes here an actual historical 
source. This holds good whether we consider the sections that 
deal with the Egyptian campaigns of Antiochus (11275) and 
his persecution of the Jews: his representation of Antiochus, 
who became to aftertimes the prototype of the Antichrist, 
his account of the desecration of the altar of burnt offering 
(Dec. 15, 168 B.c.): his reference to the Maccabean revolt, which 
he designates as ‘a little help’ (11%4)—-a fact which shows that 
he is acquainted with the first Maccabean victories. In this 
period our author is an historian of the first rank. 

3. But at its close he ceases to be an historian. He does not 
record but predicts the death of Antiochus Epiphanes, and the 
details of the prediction both as to time and place conflict with 
actual facts (see notes on 11”). The rededication of the Sanc- 
tuary, Dec. 25, 165 B.c., was to him still in the future. (See 
note on p. 212.) 

The limits of the date are, therefore, easy to determine. The 
book must have been written before 165 B.c.; for we cannot 
ascribe the victories of Judas Maccabaeus over Apollonius and 
Seron to a later date. These victories at all events must be in 
the background according to 114.1 


1 Other facts point in the direction of a late date. An exilic date for the 
book is excluded by its use of many words derived from the Persian. Persian 
words only slowly came to be used in Aramaic. In the Aramaic translation of 
the Behistun Inscription of Darius I there are none save proper names. The 
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§ 17. Ezra considerably earlier than Daniel, though lingurs- 
tically they have much in common. 


(a) Idioms common to E. and D. 


5 cum Inf, = finite verb, expressing purpose, obligation, or 
the like—not earlier than 400 B.c. See § 20. ¢. But in D. there 
is a further development of this idiom as is there shown. E. and 
D. agree in never using 53 with suff. after the noun. Both E. 
and D. use the proleptic suffix: see § 20. p—a usage already 
established in the latter half of the fifth century. E. and D. use 
suff. with Prep. before a noun—a usage unknown before 400 B.C. 
Both use j19x (E. once, D. three times) a late formation, where 8 
takes the place of 7 and } of : see §20.h. Both agree in 
using y for p and “1 for t exclusively: see § 20. d. Both agree 
in placing the acc. before or after the Inf. that governs it. 
But this usage goes back to the fifth century. Again, E and 
D. have two ways in expressing the same idea, and in one of 
these ways they agree in disagreeing with the like construction 
in the fifth century B.c. Papyri. Thus (1) in Ezra 5)° and 6° we 
have was5 ann nwa = ‘in the first:year of Cyrus’. (2) In 424 


fact that nearly half of the Persian words in Daniel consist of names of great 
Persian officials suggests the hypothesis that the narratives in which seven out of 
the eight occur, first came into being in the Persian period, and were transmitted 
partly orally and partly in MSS. down to the Greek period. The Persian 
words are: NYWININ 37, NTIN 28, NIETIWMN 32, [TDN 1245, NDT 32, NT 2°, 
NANT 37, NIT 68, DTT 25, NDI 57 (Qr.), ft 35, NAIDI 2° (5%), PDI 6® 
(64-8), OWONAD 18, JAND 15 (21%), OIND 31% 17 2!8, NyNDN 3%. We should ob- 
serve that some scholars find 20 Akkadian and 8 Persian words in Ezra, and 
that G. R. Driver discovers 30 Akkadian and 20 Persian in the Avram. Pap. 
(Cowley). The original source of many of the words is still a matter of debate. 
For a list of loan words from the Akkadian—variously estimated from 12 to 
30, many of which have already occurred in the Old Testament books before 
200 B.c.—see Montgomery, p. 20. Furthermore there are three words of 
Greek origin DIM) (=xidapis), PANIDA (Wadrrjprov), NYIDDND (cuppavia). It is 
only natural to assume that these words—especially the third—did not obtain 
currency in the East till after the time of Alexander the Great. 
Again, the fact that our author has wrongly combined 2 Kings 241)2 with 
|2 Chron, 36%7 (see note on 1') postulates a date not earlier than 300 B.c., 
while the eschatology demands a much later date. 
Finally, whereas the linguistic evidence does not admit of an earlier date than 
250 B.C. it suggests a date more than half a century later, as will appear when 
the linguistic problems come to be dealt with. 
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vrat misbnd ny nw ‘the sixth year of the reign of Darius’. 
With no. (2) cf. D. 62%), and with (1) cf. D. 7! mon mwa 
ssxw5ad. But E. and D. herein differ in every passage but one 
from the fifth century Aramaic in respect of this construction. 
This exception occurs in a papyrus dated 495 B.c. (Cowley 1), 
where the Aramaic for ‘in the 27th year of Darius the king’ 
we find wand... mw just asin E. and D. But nowhere else 
in that century nor earlier can I find this construction which 
persists in E. and D. The normal and practically universal 
construction was that which is found in Cowley 2}, 5}, 7}, 8}, 
ap 2o, 21°; g0'4t.0 o7* 507, a54¢, Thus. the normal con- 
struction was after mentioning the name of the year to add the 
king’s name without its being preceded by > but this construction 
never occurs in E. nor D. 

Points wherein E. and D. differ. ¥E. uses mbes ‘these * 5): 
cf. Cowley 21°, 71°, 1318, &c., Jer. ro. But D. uses 7x ‘these’ 
317-18,21,22, &ec., which E. 421, 68s) also uses. But D. uses the 
very late formation pbx or jx 2! 44, 67, 717—unknown to E. 
or earlier authorities. E. uses 73 ‘this’ 5)% &c.: but D. uses 87 
in the same sense, and also j37 ‘this’, ‘that’, 2*!, 72%?! (as the 
equivalent of either being of common gender). 

Archaistic survivals in D.: the jussive forms: see § 20. s. 870: 
see p. 51. Much of the content of the narratives comes from 
Persian times through tradition (cf. Persian official terms), but 
the form is late. 

Though D. exhibits a mingling of old and new elements, 7¢ 1s 
the newer elements that determine the date. Since the Aramaic 
of D. does not admit of any period earlier than 300 B.c., which is 
that of E. in its present form (though probably brought up to 
date in certain words and idioms by later scribes), D. must be 
considerably later, seeing that it contains some of the latest 
developments in Aramaic. On purely linguistic grounds it 
would not be unreasonable to fix its terminus a quo at 200 B.C. 
But its exact date cannot be determined on linguistic grounds 
more nearly than some decades before or after 200 B.C. 

(0) Grounds for regarding D. as later than E. 

(1) E. preserves the ancient form 197, but D. always uses the 
later form }\9n. 

(2) E. uses frequently the ancient suffixes D3” (six times out of 
seven) and on~: D. uses ovly the latest j2" and jn~. 
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(3) E. uses op pretty much in the same general sense as 
fifth century Aramaic writers, whereas D. has developed a 
meaning peculiar at ail events in the second century, but familiar 
in later times: see § 20. w. 

(4) E. uses 5 only six times before an acc., whereas D. uses it 
constantly: see § 20. f 2X. 

(s) D. «uses 736°; . fd “some Fe, Sothers 5 2°24) tor 
the first time (?). 

(6) E. has the reflexive prefix /z#- (i.e. ~nn) four times and ’#- 
(i.e. NX) only once, and that in a noun 4): 1%, whereas D. has 
hit- seventeen times and ’#t- six. This is instructive. Baumg., 
p.108seq., Bauer-Leander, § 34 (g), (2), conclude that this prefix 
was originally ’z-, but on the analogy of the Hiph‘il and Haph‘el 
forms came to be written /zt- alike in Hebrew and Aramaic. 
Thus only once is /z#t- found in I* (eighth century : see Cooke 
634). In Eg. Aram. Eph. Il. 237 (see p. 401, 1. 13) we find 
yin. But towards the close of the fifth century ’z¢- is frequent : 
cf. Cowley 21° 77x, &c. In course of time the Azt was displaced 
by ’#t. This process is manifest in E. as compared with D. and 
the later dialects. Thus, to repeat, whereas E. has Azt- four times 
and ’zt- only once, and that in a noun; D. has /z#- seventeen times 
and 77t- six. Thus /zt occurs relatively more often in E. than 
in D. In the later dialects it vanishes almost altogether. 
D. thus here attests a later stage of development in Aramaic. 
Seep. Xci, n. 1: 

(7) It is questionable whether a Hoph‘al form occurs before 
400 B.c. It occurs only once in E., but nine times in D. 

(8) 5 (= ér vecitativum) occurs several times in D., see § 20 
(wz), but not in periods I-III so far as I am aware. 

(9) 1s is frequently followed by the indirect narration, i.e. 
Sc. Inf. 24, gil? &c., see § 20. cc, but not in I-III". sin the 
latter “18 is followed by the direct narration. 

(10) In all inScriptions and papyri before 300 B. c. (or possibly 
200 B.C.) and in E., the following order, when a king’s personal 
name and his official designation are mentioned together, is 
without exception ‘So and so the king’. Yet five times in D. 
we find the late order ‘King so and so’. In fact the MT 
attests this late order six times, but in the sixth all the versions 
are against it. See p. § 20. dd. 


(rz) In E. jaa 4°, 5%, &c., preserves its original meaning 
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‘men’, but in D. 3°12° it has been so far weakened as to mean 
only ‘certain ones’. This decadence is a sign of lateness. 

(12) When 53 is connected with a noun in D., it always pre- 
cedes it, but the emphatic form follows it in E. 57: see § 20. ~ 
In D. the emphatic form is used in D. without a noun: in the 
Aram. Papyri it precedes or follows its noun. 

(13) The equivalent of the English phrase ‘named B’ would 
in the Aramaic of Daniel (cf. 2?6, 4516) be “3 mQY 1. But this 
is a late idiom, and is found in the Syriac of the N.T. The 
older Aramaic equivalent would be ARY “3: cf. Ezra 514. Ezra 
(fourth century s.c.) herein agrees with the fifth century B.c. 
alike of the East and West. See § 20. (3). 

(14) Proleptic use of suff. ten times in D., only once in E. 
See p. cvii, ad med. 


§ 18. The Differentiation of Aramaic into Eastern’ and 
Western cannot from existing documents and inscrip- 
tions be established before first century B.C., if so early. 
Aramaic 800 B.c—A. D, 100 cannot be distinguished into 
different dialects on geographical grounds, but should 
be treated as a whole as presenting various stages of 
development. 

To this conclusion I had come some time ago, and ! am glad 
to see that Baumgartner (p. 124), after quoting Wilson with 


1 The distinctive differences between Eastern and Western Aramaic, such as 
the use of the ” as prefix instead of 7 in third Sing. and Pl. Impf. and the displace- 
ment of the absolute by the emphatic, which thereupon loses its characteristic 
force, cannot be proved to have existed before the Christian Era. No doubt 
colloquially such changes must have taken place earlier but they have not yet 
been discovered in any kind of literature. 

Wilson (‘ Aramaic of Daniel,’ Princeton Bibl. and Theol. Studies, p. 268) rightly 
shows that the preformative in 7 was used very early in Eastern Aramaic. Thus 
in CIS II. 43°, seventh century, we find Sy OVI = in diem producet. He adduces 
also proper names which attest this form: II. 39? j27°23, I. 47 Sean, &e. 
The Assyr. Letter rr ANN) ‘he will come’, INA ‘he will return’, &c. Baumg. 
(p. 124) quotes others from Assyria given by Lidzbarski, Uvk. 16, 3°, 19, 5%, &c. 

2 As Baumg. (p. 131 seq.) points out, Biblical Aramaic presents a Western 
Aramaic character, when affinities with the later Western dialects are recognized, 
such as the Fast Roll (see Dalman, Gram. d. Jiid.-Palaest. Aramiisch, p. 8), Targ. 
Onk. and Jon., though too much weight must not be attached to this fact, whereas 
the Eastern Aramaic dialects—Babylonian Aramaic, Syr. and Mandaean—are 
further removed from it. But so also are the later Western Aramaic dialects— 
i.e. the Palestinian Talmud, the Midrashim, Dalman’s ‘Galilean’ Dialect 
(p. 16 seqq., 41), and the Christian Palestinian. 
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approval, which he rarely does, concludes justly: ‘So ist 
tatsachlich in alter Zeit keinerlei Unterschied zwischen Ost 
und West zu beobachten.’ In Bauer-Leander’s Gram. d. 
Biblisch-Aram., p. 5, the same view is expressed: ‘ Offenbar 
hat es damals die Unterschiede zwischen Ost-und Westaramaisch 
noch nicht gegeben, oder diese waren so gering, dass sie in der 
Schrift kaum in die Erscheinung traten’. 

Local dialectical differences of course arose, but in the main 
the Aramaic of the East and the West was the same, and with 
some exceptions underwent the same stages of linguistic deve- 
lopment. Aramaic as the language of commerce and diplomacy 
was the lingua franca of the ancient world alike in the East and 
the West. I have dealt with the linguistic question from this 
standpoint in the sections that follow. 

From the above considerations, which I hope to establish in 
due course, it follows that Daniel could, so far as the language 
itself goes, have been written in the East as well as in the West. 
Its place of origin must be determined on other grounds. 


§ 19. Five Periods of Aramaic from 800 B.C. to A.D. 100, 
of which Ezra (= [11%) and Daniel (= IV) represent two. 


In dealing with the different stages of development in Aramaic 
from 800 B.c. to A.D. 100, account will be taken only of such 
idioms and characteristics in I, II, III, and V as bear on the 
Aramaic of Daniel, and in a secondary degree of the Aramaic 
of Ezra. 

Before I enumerate the main authorities for I, II, and V, 
I will state at the outset one main conclusion to which this 
investigation leads, and this is that, though there are local 
differences and idiosyncrasies throughout the Aramaic speaking 
, world, there is no essential difference between the Western and 
Eastern dialects. If this conclusion is valid, then it follows that 
from linguistic grounds in themselves it is not possible to determine 
whether Daniel was written in the East or West. On the other 
hand the comparison of these different periods will serve to fix 
within narrow limits the date of its composition. 

The authorities, from which these conclusions are drawn, are 
not exhaustive, but they are so representative that they justify 
such conclusions. In this study I have not wittingly ignored 
any important inscription or papyrus bearing on the questions 
at issue. 
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(a) Aramaic in the West—Northern Syria: Zinjirli Inscrip- 
tions (Hadad, Panammu, Bar-rekub, and Zakar). Of these 
the Hadad and Zakar Inscriptions date before 750 B.c.: 
the Panammu and Bar-rekub between 745 and 727B.c. See 
Cooke 61-63 for the first three, and Lidzbarski, Eph. iii. 1-11, 
for the fourth: also Torrey, JAOS, 1917, 35 seqq., for a study 
of the fourth. 

Nerab Inscriptions (S.E. of Aleppo) seventh century: Cooke 
64-5. 

(8) Aramaic in the East, i.e. Assyria. Aramaic Letter 
(seventh century) in time of Assurbanipal. See Lidz., ZA, Bd. 
XXXl, I917-18, 193 seqq.: revised and republished indepen- 
dently under the title A/taramdische Urkunden aus Assur, 1921. 
Also Aramaic inscriptions on weights, seals, and in contracts : 
see CIS II. 1-52: in Babylon II. 53-71; in Assyria or Syria 
I]. 73-83—eighth-seventh century, II..84-107 seventh-fourth 
century." 


II. 500-400 B.c. 


(a) Aramaic in the West: 

Aramaic Papyri (Aramaic Papyri of the Fifth Century z.c., 
Cowley, 1923). This most important collection of Aramaic 
documents trom Assuan and Elephantine with the exception of 
‘The Words of Ahikar’ and ‘The Behistun Inscription’ had 
their origin in Egypt—mainly in Elephantine. Earlier edited 
with facsimiles by Sachau, Aramdische Pap. und Ostraka, 191i. 

Saqgara Inscription: C1S II. 145 (Cooke 76). 


(8) Aramaic in the East. ‘Aramaic Indorsements on the 
Documents of the Murasa Sons of Nippur on the Euphrates’ : 
see O.T. and Semitic Studies in Memory of W. R. Harper, 1908, 
I. 287-321, by A. T. Clay: also Lidz., Eph. II. 203-210; III. 
12-19. 


1 This division overlaps the next in point of time. The inscriptions in CIS 
II. 1-107 are not in chronological order. Thus while II, 21-31, 30, 40, 42, 46-49 
are ascribed to the seventh century, II. 13, 32 are ascribed to the eighth. In 
the Babylonian inscriptions, while II. 58 definitely belongs to the sixth century, 
II. 59 is ascribed to the seventh: II. 71 to the fifth century. On the Aramaic 
in the contracts, see J. H. Stevenson, Assyrian and Babylonian Contracts with 
Aramaic Reference Notes, 1902: also Lidz., Eph. I. 200 sqq. 

3266 
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(y) Aramaic in Asia Minor, i.e. in Kesejek Keojew near 
Tarsus. Fifth century. See Torrey, /AOS, 35, 1915, 370 seqq. 
Jagdinschrift, fifth-fourth century: Lidz., V.E. 446, Cooke 68: 
Limyra, c. 400 B.c. CIS II. 109. Guzneh, fifth century: see 
Eph, I. 64: Montg., /AOS, 1907, 164-167. 

(8) Aramaic in Arabia, i.e. the Tema and Hegra Inscriptions, 
fifth century: CIS II. 113-121. For the chief Tema Inscription 
see Cooke 69. 

(2). Jer. 20%, 

III (a). Aramaic sections in Ezra 4*-6'%, 7/°~*°—designated Ey 
Fourth century towards its close: Papyrus Luparensis: CIS 
II. 146: Cooke 77. 

(8). Lettres d Uruk (third century)—Thureau-Dangin, 1922. 
For the decipherment of this cuneiform script in Aramaic I have 
followed P. Jensen’s Der aramdische Beschworungstext in spat- 
babylonischer Keilschrift, 1926. 

(y). Inscription in Aram. from Taxila on the Hydaspes: 
fourth century. 

IV. Aramaic section in Daniel 2+'-7: second century—begin- 
ning of—designated D. 

V (a). Nabataean. CIS II. 157-489: 1472 seqq. : Lidzbarski, 
Eph. Il. 73-6; 251-68. First century B.c.—second century 
A.D. 

(8) Palmyrene : see Lidzbarski, Eph. II. 77-80, 269-320, 

In the above five periods there is on the whole a steady 
development, which at last reaches its final stage in the Targums. 
In the East the evidence is only partially adequate. 

Amongst the five periods there is the closest connexion 
between III* (i.e. E.) and IV (i.e. D.). But even in the case of 
these two documents D. shows definitely a later stage of develop- 
ment than E. 


§ 20. A survey of the grammatical development of the forms 
of words (including endings and prefixes) and of phrases 
during these five periods. 

(a) Endings of masc. and fem. nouns in & or 7, whether the 
absolute or emphatic states during the different periods of 
Aramaic will be found in Baumg. 90-3. Though the differ- 
ences are marked they are not decisive enough to be cited on 
the present question. . 
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(6) Ending of x Pl. Pf. 

I, Ends always in }. 

II*. Always(?) in}: cf, Cowley pos 402; pba 378; pm zo, 
314; jyTIT 309; nn 267 ; MN 307, 3178, 

IIf and IV. Always in ws) (as later in the Fast Roll and 
Onkelos). 

V. In Nabataean always xx. 

(c) Pronoun }- = ‘us’ as verbal suffix. 

II*, j> = ‘us’: see Cowley 30'¢ )yn5 (Haph‘el) ‘caused us to 
see’ (so Cowley) or ‘caused us to know’ (Sachau). But the 
later form occurs in the corresponding passage in 31!° son 
(Patel). 

(d) }- (Moun suffix) = ‘our’: Cowley 17}, 30621823, &e. jw 
eau tord 5) 20.°4*) so, 26959 Cour sons’ > 20! jnIa “our 
daughters’: 38° pna ‘our houses’: 378° j*pox ‘our face’: 2°, 
-208 ® 125 ‘our heart’. And so always in the fifth century. But 
just as in the case of the verbal suffix, so in that of the noun 
suffix we find the beginnings of the change of }~ into 3", but not 
till the fourth (?) or rather the third century B.c. Thus we find 
satan ‘our dream’ in CIS II. 129(b): xomva ‘our house’ 
Cowley 811°. The text is uncertain. 

III*%, IV, and V. In these the above suffix is always written 
s), and does not seem to be earlier than the third century (save 
in II1*%).1. Even in respect of the ending of the 1 Pl. Pf. the 
usage in III® and 1V does not date earlier than the close of the 
fifth century. 

(e) Certain letters displaced by others in the course of 
development t—‘. 

I*. t always in North Syria (so also in Arabia and mostly in 
Asia Minor, Abydos, Cilicia). 

I?. Assyr.—Babylonian. 1 in the Assyr. Letter and mostly in 
texts in CIS. Butas early as the eighth century 7 is found: 
cf. CIS II. 77 B. 2. Moreover there is no doubt that 1 was 
frequently used to transliterate t in Aramaic names occurring in 
Cuneiform Inscriptions (see Baumgartner, p. 95). 

II*. sis attested in Egypt as early as 484 B.c.: see Cowley 
217,19, 323 and occasionally in later papyri. Baumgartner finds 
55 in all. In Cowley I find 52, of which 14 are nouns, 12 verbs, 


1 Here as in the case of other forms the present text may owe these to later 
redactions. 


i Be 
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6 pronouns, 7 adverbs, and 3 adjectives. On the other hand t 
occurs 300 times or more. It is true that only a small minority 
of these are verbs, nouns, or adjectives. They are predominantly 
pronouns, either relative, demonstrative, or personal. 

III*-IV. 3 always save in E. 7%. In D. 6” scholars are 
divided as to the linguistic origin of 13}—Aram. or Akkadian ?. 

V%8, 5 has displaced t in Nabataean (save in one inscrip- 
tion: see CIS II. 34924, which is assigned to 70 B.c.), Palmy- 
rene and late literary dialects. 

1—1. To return to II*% we find within one and the same 
document and sometimes in actually the same line of the 
document } and 4 used side by side: thus in 14° (Cowley) we 
have ¥ and x25 in immediate conjunction. For various explana- 
tions of this change see Néldeke (Dre semiutischen Sprachen ® (1899) 
32 seq.), who holds that the + in the Zinjirli and Assyrian 
inscriptions and documents is due to Akkadian influence, and: 
‘that to the Arabic d amongst the Aramaeans a d of old corre- 
sponded’. This view, Baumg. (of. cit. 98), whom I have just 
quoted, rejects on the ground that the prevalence of this t over 
the entire empire from Egypt and Arabia to Asia Minor and 
India renders it impossible. He is of opinion either that ‘im 
altesten Aramaisch +t gesprochen, d.h. die Spirante d@ im 
Kanaandischen zu ¢ verschoben wurde, oder . . dieses } nur ein 
_ Notbehelf war, um den d-Laut auszudriicken, fiir den die phoe- 
nikische Schrift eben kein eigenes Zeichen besass’. The 
fluctuations between t and “4 in the East back to the eighth 
century favour in his opinion the latter view, and these fluctua- 
tions furthermore even in the Cuneiform texts—sometimes with 
+ but mostly with t—point to the fact that this specific Aram. d 
sound, being itself foreign to the Assyrians was transliterated 
now one way, now another. Lidzbarski (EZp/. II. p. 240: ef. 
Néldeke, ZA, 20, 138) writes: ‘es ist denkbar, dass im V. Jahr- 
hundert der Uebergang von } (= 3) zu 7 in der lebenden Sprache 
bereits stattgefunden hatte, in der Schrift zwar im Allgemeinen 
noch nicht zum Ausdruck gebracht wurde, sich aber doch hie 
und da einschlich’: cf. Eph. III. pp. 79, 106.1 

1 I have given Baumgartner’s and Lidzbarski’s view at considerable length. 
But I cannot understand how it is that the change from } to 1 took place in nouns, 
verbs, and adjectives earlier and more frequently rather than in the pronouns and 


relatives, which were immeasurably in more constant use. Surely the commonest 
particles and words would be the first to exhibit this change. 
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The same change was taking place in the East. + is still 
preserved in the Mura’ documents (fifth century), but 4 takes 
its place on the Uruk text. 

The conclusion then as to the use of 7 in D. is that cts use of 
1 4s of no importance whatever in itself: but it is of overwhelming 
importance that it uses 3 only just as do the Nab., Palm., and 
literary dialects. This fact disjoins it from the literature of the 
fourth century and earlier, and connects it essentially with that of 
the second and later centuries. The transformation of } into 4 is 
final and complete. 

pP—Yy. 

P—pry in I* (North Syria) pax: Hadad Panammu and 
Bar-rekub Inscr. See Cooke, 615, 62!4, 634: Zakar B%*, 

18. In Assyr. and Baby. CIS II. 1-4, 7, 11, 28, a5. 

11°, Aram. in East (i.e. Mura8a Indorsements, No. 5). 

II”. Jer. 101!, where it is followed by pnw in the same verse. 

II". Aramaic in West: Egypt. ‘t npryd ‘to meet’ (later 
Aram. yy), see Cowley: Beh. 4, 10, 31, 38, 40. On p. 269, 
No. 38, we find *t aynyd. 

snp ‘wool’ Cowley 20°, 36%, 42°, but aay 1572, Again py in 
Cowley 20°, &c., but yx in III*, IV. 

pax Cowley 6°-712-15, gll-24, 93,514; but nya 5%, 61%, 159, 
30°, &c. 

Thus the change of ? into y, which appears only in D., began 
in the West in the fifth century, though not found in the East 
in that century. D appears therefore to be later than 400 B. c. 
according to existing documents. 

v—D. 

I*. vw, ie. ow in I* Zakar Al: 1) CIS Il. 10 wp (= 
‘half a mina’). 

II*. w is the rule, but three or more times in Cowley 377 
nap Ah. 100, 104 (122), 147 (S2non). 

III*-IV. pb occurs occasionally (cf. D. 7” 12D’), but the older 
w is preserved as a rule, and D. is herein older than Va8 | 

V* has w often, and V® less frequently. 

v—n. 

vw in I* North Syria: Zakar B 15 seq. WS ‘inscription’, 
but ans in the Safa texts Zph. III], p. 10). Wwe = ‘Assyria’, 
Cooke (Panammu and Bar-rekub) 627-!", 63°. 

18, Assyr. Lett. 16 py, but in 11 anm ‘he will give up’. 
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IY (Babylonian): CIS II. 13, 14, 43 pw. 

II*. Cowley 172 ans ‘place’: Ab. 3-5, 8 71nN ‘Assyria’. 
But Spw is found about twenty-two times and never Son as in D., 
though the verb 5pn ‘to weigh’ is found five times. The use of. 
Spn in D. 52527 tends to show that it is later than 400 B. c. 

(f) Assimilation of . I1* } is preserved frequently in iI”. 
See 59> (talent) in Cowley 261", 3078: xny ‘goat’ 33°°: Ah. 
118 (bs), 119, 3127: by ‘bird’ Ah. gt, 98, 199: yet {733 in 
50°, 832, 

TII*. E 9% pasa: so also pry 6". 

LV. 983 bird’, 42tett. 

(g) ND: soin I*% Cooke 63°+6 times: Zakar. 

II. Cowley: always and very frequently except in 34° 
(oA). 

III”, In the Taxila Inscription jNn 9, 12. 

IV. Four times xp iu Ginsburg’s text 1926, even in 2*%. 
But in 4262! the Qr. reads 9 ‘my Lord’ as in V%*. 

V8 begin to omit the 8 before suffixes and between the 
shewa and full vowels. In Syr. and Targ. the & is always 
omitted. 

(h) Pronouns personal and demonstrative. 

148 sy ‘1? (Cooke 613), ‘228 (621°), TN (631). Zakar A?: 
LiGZ pepe. DB) eh 

II*. AN always. jmN and FINN ‘we’. 

THISP LV, Veen mT (E, 42) “wes once Sims 547 hip 
IV always mane. 

IS. nw “thou”: Cooke 64°, 65°. 

18, Assyr. Letter 2 nu, 

II*. max ‘thou’: ons only with Imper. 214, 38°%, 80. 

Ue. TS Tie a a) ore : 

IV. xnow: pl. ae ay 28, \ Peculiar to Ev ands). 

Ven. 

won ‘they’. 

In I, Il, I1I* nom. and acc. (in I[11* nom. onces actreight 
times). 

IV always }y0n (acc. only D. 2°45, 322), 

Hence IV, i.e. Daniel—not earlier than 300 B.c. Here a 
great gulf divides III® and IV. 

pos ‘they’, “those Serio Nin. 

I-IT have no such form. 
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TM IVs Ease Die 6%, 7s only inom; for D. 6” is 
corrupt. But in D. jx seems to be only a demonstrative since 
in 7'" the clause appears to be an interpolation. 

js is a late formation with s for 7 and } for a. 

i, 7 that. 

II. Before or after noun. 

III. 73, J7 after noun only: not in IV. 

IV. j35 after noun only and only in D. 231, 72%21, 

nor ‘this’. 

I. See Zinj. 632° (Cooke). After noun: when it precedes 
the noun it is not an attribute but the subject itself: cf. Nerab 
64°, 65? (Cooke). 

II*%. Fifth Cent. Pap. Always 31 save in 16°, where it 
occurs asf3. Always (?) after noun save in 307°, 31) (contrast 
35°, 43* for the usual order in this phrase), Ah. 60. 

II®. a2 after noun in Tema Inscription: CIS II. 113% 2% 2, 

III*-IV. Always as 735, and always after noun except in 
E. 5*. The other exception occurs in an interpolation in D. 4”. 
In D. this demonstrative is always after the noun (eleven times). 
If 41° were authentic we should have to translate ‘this is’ as in 
421, 525,26, 

xt ‘this’ fem. before or after noun in II*: after noun in II? 
CIS IJ. 113°. But since it does not occur in III*-IV it does 
not call for further consideration here. 

7DN ‘those’: before or after noun. 

II*. Before (164, 208, &c.) or after (Ah. 56, 58) noun: CIS II 
145 B®. 

III%, IV after noun: in III* four times: in IV ten times. 

nbx ‘these’. 

II*, After noun: Cowley 2!°, &c.: II® Jer. to!!, 

III*. E. 5!° precedes noun. 

IV. Does not occur. 

jot IV only and after noun. 

PON. Pl. of an. 

IV only: before (244, ? 7'7) or after noun 6°”. 

V8. by. 

Thus D. has inn, j39, and pox peculiar to itself. With E. it 


1 But is the position of pox in 2 due to the fact that it follows 5 in the 
construct xmad0 pos b>. 
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has the late form }38. These facts make the composition of the 
former unlikely before 300 B.c. But the form jpn disconnects 
D. with the older Aramaic, and connects it definitely with the 
later. 

(2) Suffixes. 

reas (eo) ee) pale 

on” or Din. 

I. Oldest forms as above: cf. Cooke, Zinj. Hadad 61”. 

II*%. ny" or 037 always. 

oin- nearly roo times: but between 435-407 B.C. JN” occurs 
six times: i, e. 164, 3011, 311°, 34%7,7 3714: that is, once in about 
twenty times. Thus the change of m into z has just begun to 
occur at the close of the fifth century. Observe that in CIS II. 
145”° (Cooke 76), end of fifth century, we find on-. 

IlS.. Jer. ro! Spins, 

Il1% (ise. Ezra); 2dia7 five times 25%", 77184) ps- once 227% 
nin~ eleven times: 5°45.8.9,10(¢er), 69, 716,24. nn- thirteen times: 
49°17,20,28, 51,2(bis),3(6és), 6 6,18,18(bi5), 

Thus the suffixes end in m sixteen times: in fourteen. 

IV. (i.e. Daniel). In this work the m never occurs. The 
final stage is reached. 

V* (Nab.). o57 and an-.? 

V8 (Palm.). 3" and jn. 

The conclusion that D. belongs to the third century or later 
follows obviously from the above facts. Yet Wilson (p. 280) 
states that ‘Ezra, being composed largely of letters between 
the Eastern Aramaeans and the Western, uses both (forms)’. 
Further on p. 279 he writes: ‘All Aramaic documents of any 
age written in the East used z instead of m.’ Let us examine 
this statement. If it is right, then the parts of Ezra written in 
the West should have m and those in the East x. But what are 
the facts? The narrative portions written in the West, as we 
presume, have the suff. ending in in 41%20,28, 51,2(dis),8(éis),6,17(d2s), 
whereas the letters writien in the East by the king or a Persian 

! Observe that in 34° (¢, 407 B.c.) we have one suffix ending in m and another 
in 4”. 

* This survival in Nab, belongs to the beginning of the Christian era: see 
CIS II, 19847; 199%: 202%. This solitary survival, however we may explainit, 


has its analogies elsewhere. Thus of all the languages and dialects which owe 


their origin to Latin, only one, the Sardinian preserves the original hard sound 
fo ¢ = Greek x. 
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governor in the West have this ending once in 724. When 
Tattenai (Ustani in the Contract Tablets) interrogates the 
Jews in 5° 4 he uses the suff. ending in m. After Tattenai’s 
question the narrative is resumed in 5°, in which the suff. ends 
once in m. Then in 5°-!°, Tattenai’s letter to Darius, the 
ending in m occurs six times and never once in ». This is 
surely strange in the letter to the king from a Persian governor, 
who according to Wilson always used an ending in z. In the 
informal answer of Darius (521-485 B.c.) to Tattenai these 
suffixes occur twice (6°%°), but 6° is doubtful, and in 6° the ending 
in m is used. 

The next Aramaic section 7!2-2 consists of a letter of 
Artaxerxes (464-424 B.c.), in which there are eight suffixes, five 
ending in m and three in , according to Ginsburg’s text as 
well as Kittel’s. Thus in two letters emanating presumably 
from the Foreign Office in Babylon in the fifth century six 
suffixes end in m and four in x. 

The above facts prove that suffixes ending in m were used in 
Babylon in the fifth century, and that the ending in » was 
beginning to displace the m, just as it did in the West in the 
same century. 

But there is further evidence as to the form of these suffixes 
as used in the Foreign Office in Babylon. The Behistun 
Inscription was made by the order of Darius in 510 B.c. to 
commemorate the achievements by which he consolidated his 
power. The Aramaic version of this inscription was according 
to Cowley (p. 249 seq.) ‘no doubt done officially by the great 
king’s own scribes, and sent out to the chief men of the pro- 
vinces . . . soon after the inscription was engraved .. . the 
official Aramaic copy sent out by Darius, say about 510 . 
these Jews of Elephantine, being a literary people, thought it 
worth while to recopy and to preserve it as an historical record’. 
Now what do we find in this fifth century copy of a Babylonian 
document? Just this—that the suffix ending in ” never occurs, 
whereas the ending in ™ occurs in lines 3, 6, 9, I1, 29, 33, 42, 
44. A study of Ahikar’s story translated into Aram. in Babylon 
about 450 B.C. testifies to the same fact; for the suffix ending 
in is not found init. The evidence of these two independent 
documents strengthens the surmise that the ending in Darius’ 
letter is due to later influences. 
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Hence on purely linguistic grounds we conclude that D., in 
which the suffix m does not occur at all, cannot have been 
written earlier than the latter half of the third century. On 
other grounds it must be assigned to the first half of the second 
century. 

Thus alike in East and West m was the primitive ending. 
In the fifth century (if the letters in E. are trustworthy, as 
I believe on the whole they are) the transition from m to x 
begins both in the East and the West, and in D. the transition 
reaches its final stage. 

(k) Causative Forms of Verbs. 

Haph‘el. 

I*, Haph‘el exclusively and not Aph‘el. 

II. Haph‘el all but exclusively. Baumg., p. 106, reckons 
eighty connected with over thirty verbs in II*. Aph‘el only in 
one or more exceptional cases: cf. Cowley 34° 13ns (?): Sachau, 
Tafel 65. 134: Lidz., Eph. II. 257 x. For further information 
consult Baumg., p. 106. 

Til’ G@. eoE.). Haph‘el 6° nie<G': but Aphel nns mss. 
On Bauer-Leander’s treatment of this question see pp. 170-5. 

IV (i.e. D.). Always Haph‘el except in three cases : 3! "PX, 
4°) S5nN, 522 NOR. 

V*. Nab. Always Aph‘el, except in CIS II. 3497: jos.c.: 
FOr. 

V8. Palm. Aph‘el with one exception. Baumg., p. 106. 

Thus III* and IV are closely allied to I*, II. But IV less so 
than III*. 

Imperfect and Participial Forms—Haph‘el and Aph‘el. 

[SP Le tee Haph‘el forms) is generally preserved, but 
syncopated only in Zinj. Hadad 16, 28. 

II*. Baumg. reckons thirty-eight with n against nine where 
there is syncopation. See also Sachau I. 270 sq. 

III*. The same scholar finds ten with 4 against five where it 
is syncopated. 

IV. Baumgartner finds twenty-nine with 4, against sixteen 
where it is syncopated. Where this syncopation occurs Bauer- 
Leander (against Brockelmann, Grundriss I. 563 sq.) treats the 
forms as Aph‘els. See p. 61 seq. p-7, 113 8, c, e. 

V% 8. Aph‘el. 
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Thus III and IV occupy an intermediate stage between I, II, 
and V. See Baumgartner, p. 107. 

Reflexive Stems in “nn and “ny. 

I*. Only in the Bar-rekub Inscription (Cooke 63") do we find 
“nn and in the Nerab (Cooke 65+) -nx. 

II*. Baumg., p. 108, gives several examples in “ns which 
belong to the close of the fifth century. 

II1*. nn four times ; only once 4" in a substantival form. 

IV. “nn seventeen times’: “nw six.’ 

V2.8, -nx3 

The later dialects have only ~ns with a very few exceptions. 

Baumg. infers from the above facts that -nx was the primitive 
prefix alike in Hebrew and Aramaic: that subsequently -nn was 
developed after the analogy of the Hiphil-Haph‘el in the 
Perfect, but that ultimately -nn was displaced by ~nx in Aramaic. 

(1) Hoph'als. The Hophals are mainly or only found in III*, 
EV. 

I*. Is now in Cooke 612° (Hadad) a Hophial ? 

II*%. In Cowley 207 pn is with some doubt taken to be 
a Hoph‘al: Lidzbarski assents. But this does not occur else- 
where in the fifth cent. papyri. 

bi Once. (i.e)... 

IV. Nine times: 422%), 512,15,20, 624, 745,11, 

(m) Verbs ’x> and ’nb. 

I*. These two classes of verbs are as a rule distinguished. 
See Baumg., p. 113. 

II*. Verbs in ’n} still preserve their characteristics as a whole, 
while those in ’x5 show a clear tendency to adopt those of the 
former. 

III*, IV. In these periods the two classes have practically 
coalesced, and the distinctions in the use of the & and 7 no 
longer concern the two classes, but rather constitute gramma- 
tical categories. Herein II1%, IV stand markedly aloof from 
I* IJ", and have reached almost the same stage as V%8 (i.e. 
Nab. and Palm.). 


1 Baumg. wrongly reckons only 14. But we find the “NM in the following 
verbs: 5mI2 (3 times), “IM (i.e. 2%), Ot (x), FAN (2), NOD (x), B(x), pM 
(2), M3Y (8), i. e. 17 times. 

2 In 2f3 MAPIMN, 322 Kt. 416, 68, 7825, 

8 In V@ the sense and text are doubtful in CIS II. 186%. 
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On Wilson’s statement (p. 286 sq.) of these relations I cannot 
refrain from quoting Baumgartner’s criticism (p. 115): ‘The 
whole construction is a mass of caprice (voller Willkiir): it 
ignores the general development as a whole, and stands fre- 
quently in contradiction with the facts.’ 

(n) Derived Infimtives. 

II*. There is the first, which is absolute and ends in 4, the 
the second ends in n in the construct or before a suffix. For 
the former see Cowley 9° mya ‘to sell’: for the latter 15°° 
Amand. 

III*. Both the absolute and construct forms occur in E. For 
a secondary form of the construct, cf. npn Ek. 4”. As a noun 
Noy matinn E. 76, . 

1V. Absolute abynd D. 329, but in 61 'anybynb. Another form 
of the construct is NMOS D. 5)” as in E. 47. 

V8, Palm. and Syr. use the construct for the absolute. 

Thus III* and IV herein preserve older forms and usages. 

(0) Absolute and Emphatic States. 

Though these are carefully distinguished in III*, IV, the 
usage varies in I*, II*. 

I*. Thus in Cooke 62!4 (Panam.) we have pis nyan = ‘the 
four quarters of the earth’, whereas in 63* (Bar-rekub) Np-N ‘p34 
with exactly the same meaning. In 6314 yy2bp, 632° sma. 
There are other examples of the emphatic state, and in the 
Nerab inscriptions of the seventh century (Cooke 64°°71%), 
Other examples of the absolute, used where later Aramaic in- 
scriptions employed the emphatic, will be found in 611% 2° %, 

II*. Here the same uncertainty in the use of these states 
discloses itself. In 131! we have the absolute n'a where III*%, IV, 
and generally I* would have used nna. Cf. also 8° (paN): AWNI 
(= ‘with fire’),in 30! does not differ from Nnwxa 31!!, and yet 
both are employed exactly in the same context and in describing 
the same event. Again in 30!7 we have ‘basons of gold and 
silver’ (D2) Nat emphatic and absolute states together !), and in 
10°! ‘silver and gold, bronze, and iron’ all in the absolute 
state. Yet there are clear signs of a distinction between the two 
states appearing in I** which comes to be the rule in III*, IV. 
On the other hand, in III*, IV as in Hebrew, words designating 
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materials known everywhere, or special ideas (Kautzsch, § 79 c) } 
appear in the emphatic (except in D. 2°, 31; E. 715 1°) as ‘gold and 
silver’ (aD3) nant E. 5}4), and ‘wine’ D. 51. ‘Gold’ is used 
nineteen times in E. and D.in the emphatic state, and four times 
(twice in D. 2%, 31) in the absolute state, but in D, 2°2, 3! the 
absolutes are rightly used as distinguished from the emphatics 
in 2° and 357, &c. which follow. The same holds good of E. 
76 as distinguished from 7!8. Things which are unique are 
necessarily in the emphatic state: so nwnw ‘the sun’ in D. 615, 
But in II* out of twelve instances of its occurrence, it is only 
once in the emphatic state. 

From the above facts it follows that there is a steady develop- 
ment from a loose use of these two forms (in I%, II%) to a careful 
differentiation of them, such as we find in III%, IV. In this 
respect IV is much later than I1*. 


Worpbs AND PHRASES USED IDIOMATICALLY. 


(p) Proleptic use of Suffix introducing a genitive. 

I*. Unknown in the oldest Aramaic. 

II*. It appears often in the latter half of the fifth century. 
See Cowley 15!5-!® (ainDN YY ANI ‘in the house of Ashor’), 
ie (440.e 0.) 20 (417 B.C,)5, 30°" 118-1) (408 B.c.): 31'° 
in. 3 7 Deli, 5, 20, 28, 43. 

III*-IV. This use is well established in E. and D.: also in 
Later Aramaic dialects, in Syriac, also in Ethiopic. 

Thus E. and D. can hardly have been written before 450 B.c. 


Suffix with Preposition before a Noun. 


I*-II*. Unknown in these periods. 

(g) III-IV. First we have 82912 D. 37%, 4°, 7%4; E.5% ‘at that 
same time’. Next we have the repetition of the preposition 72 
DNTa D.5!2 ‘in the same Daniel’. Cf.5°°; E. 4" (after by). This 
idiom is found frequently in Syriac. Cf. Cur. in Matt. 211°: 
Pesh. in Matt. 2674 J\.se> o> ‘at the same moment’: Luke 2°, 
&c. II% 378 could possibly express the same sense by 82D D213 ; 
Gio, 207,657. 

1 Kautzsch, § 79 crightly includes NIW2 D. 24, NIWY 4”, NWN 5} under this 


category, but not NDDD) AIN'T E. 5!*, where the emphatics are due to the rela- 
tive clause which follows: see op. cit., § 79 €. 
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Thus neither I* nor II* appear to have used this idiom so 
well known in later Aramaic. Hence E. and D.—not earlier than 
the fourth century. 

(r) 52 with suff. 

I*, 55 with suff. after its noun.! See Cooke 6219 nba mma ‘his 
whole house’: also in 621”. 

II*. See Cowley Ah. 12955 “ynx vy ‘counsellor of all Assyria’: 
also 55. This idiom is found in Heb.: cf. 2 Sam. 2°; Jer. 1319; 
Isa. 98, &c. : in Syr. (where the ‘all’ with suff. can follow or pre- 
cede its noun): in Nab. after. Cf. CIS II. 219°, 350%. 

III¢, 1V. But in E. and D. 5» is not found with suff. after its 
noun. In D. 7!9 it is used with suff. but without a noun jinbs 
‘them all’. In the emphatic state (xd3) it is used without a noun 
in D. 24°, 4°18, or after its noun in apposition as in E.5%. In D., 
when 53 is connected with a noun, it always precedes it. It is 
remarkable that, though as far West as Egypt and East as 
Babylon in the fifth century 53 was used with suff. after its noun, 
it is never so used in III%, IV. 

(s) Jussives used alike in East and West. 

1*, In the West. The jussive assumes the following forms: 
non> (Hadad: Cooke 612% eighth century, ‘let him pour it out’). 
Again in 612 y(1)> ‘let him withhold’ : also in 612° yan ‘make 
ye an end.of <-61>* nvn3(*)> ‘let him crush her’ (?). This idiom 
is found also in Sabaean: see Cooke, p. 169. In Arabic the 
lamedh is placed before the subjunctive to express purpose. 
It follows from the above facts that in Aramaic when 52 was 
placed before the Imperf. it had a jussive force—both in the 2nd 
and 3rd persons, and apparently with any verb. Since no 
Imperf. is found in -zz in the Zinjirli and Nerab inscriptions it 
is inferred that at this period only the 3rd pl. ending in -u was 
known. 

18, Assyr. Letter, 1. 8 tnud ‘let them grind’. 

l1%°, The jussive is found in fifth century inscriptions: see 


1 Ima xb> (emphatic) is found before its noun: Cowley 30% or after it 


2617, 30%!2, In 39! we find 52 NynbN—surely a slip for N59 in this fifth 
century letter. 

2 Lidz., Eph. Il. 220 finds the form Stop ‘let him slay’ on a papyrus fragment. 
He thinks it refers to the garrison in Elephantine. Since it contains the pro- 
nominal form 7 ‘them’, it seems to belong to the fourth century or earlier, 
Yet Lidz. connects it with other fragments referring to Mithridates. 
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Cowley 30° (315) nym’ ‘let them remove’: Ah. 146 “synn bx 
‘remove not’. In the Tema Inscription (II°) (see Cooke 69!*) 
we find ‘m1ndD» ‘may they pluck him out’. 

III*, [V. The jussive form recurs in III* (E.) 41238, 58, 726, 
and in IV (D. 2? #1, 318, 517) and elsewhere, but apparently these 
forms have no jussive force save in D. 2% yan 5x ‘do not 
destroy’, 5!° snr 5x ‘let them not trouble thee’: nw» 5x ha 
‘let not thy countenance be changed’. Here the 5y has probably 
been the means of preserving the jussive. Without the ws it 
occurs in Jer. ro% ‘538° (fourth century ?). See note on 
Pp. 94 Seqq. 

If we ask why the 5 was used in later Aramaic such as E. 
and D. only with the verb ayn or xin, Meinhold, Bevan, and 
others hold that Jewish teachers deliberately adopted this 
archaism in the case of this verb in order to avoid the likeness 
of mn to the Divine Name. This view may possibly be accepted 
on the ground that, though > was originally prefixed to either 
the 2nd or 3rd persons, from the fourth century onwards it is 
prefixed only to the 3rd Sing. masc. or the 3rd Pl. masc. or fem. 
of mn, and of no other verb; for in the case of no other verb was the 
ard pers. Sing. masc. and the 3rd masc. and fem. PI. similar to 
the Divine Name.! The ard fem. sing. ANN or NAN occurs 
eeveramiumes dn lI TV iscia Diet *® Sent: EB. .6% 

In the Palestinian Talmud and the Midrashim such forms 
are found as “105, S05, pend, but as Stevenson (Gram. Pal. Aram., 
p. 49) observes: ‘they seem to occur generally in certain special 
types of sentence, e.g. in those expressing a purpose (after 7 and 
x7) or a wish (see Dalman, p. 264 seq.)’. It is found also in 
Mandaean and possibly also in Assyrian. See Driver, Tenses*, 
§ 204. 

In any case the conclusion is that only a few instances of the 
jussive survive in IV and there only after 5x, and none at all in 
III*%, if the MT is trustworthy. 

(t) 5 with Infinitive used independently or after to express 
purpose. 

I-II. Not found at all so far as I am aware. 

III*. E. 68. xdvad x55 ‘that they might not be hindered’. 


1 Baumgartner, p. 125 ”, rejects this view, on the ground that it fails to explain 
plural forms such as nnd and mad. Yet see Wright, Comp. Gr., 1890, p. 183 f. 
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IV. D. 6! sywad xd... . % ‘that (no interdict) should be 
changed’. 

D. 2! xunnd snwpr.... 1 ‘that... .and so he would make ~ 
it his task (i.e. ‘undertook ’) to show the interpretation’. 

515, sonynnd mowe.,..°7 ‘that...and they made it their 
task (i. e. ‘undertook ’) to show the interpretation thereof’.’ 

2'8, xyand nnn ‘and so they made it their task (i.e. ‘under- 
took’) to implore compassion’. 

It will be observed that in the first two passages (E. 6°, D. 61°) 
5 c. Inf. follows 1 immediately: in the next two it follows a 
clause introduced by "9 and therefore seems to be alike dependent 
onthe 's. But to the present writer this does not appear to be the 
true explanation. Here 5 ¢. Inf. and introduced by vav, though 
following a clause dependent on °7 is not to be regarded as 
dependent on the ‘ but as constituting an independent clause 
parallel with like clauses before it. This explanation is con- 
firmed by 2!8, where no precedes this very peculiar construction, 
but the independent clause yn xndbv aan... >... ON. 

Thus this idiom in D. (216 18, 5'°) is a stage farther advanced 
than in E. (68, D. 6!°) where it is undoubtedly dependent on “. 

This idiom, which, so far as I can discover, is not found in 
I-II is found in Hebrew. It occurs in r Chron. 5! wmvnnd xb 
m7aa> ‘ and the genealogy must not be reckoned for the birthright’. 
Cf. also 152 nxwd xd ‘none may carry’. Sometimes it denotes 
futurity without sense of aim or purpose: cf. 2 Chron. 30° awd) 
‘and they shall return’. In Eccles. 3!5 an 429 nvnd wwe ‘what is 
to be hath already been’. It is frequent in late Hebrew: cf. 
Aboth 4°! (ed. Taylor). 

Thus E. and still more D. have developed an idiom unknown 
in Aramaic before the fourth century so far apparently as existing 
records go. 

In 9? we have, as I take it, another example of this idiom: 
mwxdnd... wx ‘which were to be accomplished’: see note 
in loc.: also Comm., p. 131. 

(u) ‘I = én recitativum: cf. 1V (i.e. D. four times only—2”*, 57, 
6° 14 (like ‘3 and "ws in Hebrew)), but not in I, II, II], so far 
as I can discover. 


‘ I take this clause—not as dependent on "5 but as parallel with the preceding 
clause ‘the wise men . . have been brought in before me’. 
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(v) Nw pra3 ‘certain Chaldeans’: only so used in IV, i.e. 
D. 3° 1,20. Here 3 stands in apposition just as Dw2x in Hebrew 
in Judges 19”? where wx is corrupt for DWN: cf. 20!%: 
Deut. 131". 

(w) o5p ‘before’. The use of this word is very significant in 
connexion with the verb tmx. 5c. pers. is used after WN about 
twenty times. In these passages kings use 5 after this verb in 
addressing their officials, officials use it in the same connexion 
to one another: in a few passages the three Jewish Confessors 
and the great nobles use it in the MT in addressing the king in 
3° MT, Th., Vulg., Pesh., but LXX om., 316 t#4f, 67(6), 1605), But 
3° is an interpolation, being omitted by the LXX: in 67) we 
should with the LX X read np and not 5. Of the remaining three 
318 %4, 6167) we can explain the use of 5 in 316 It is used by 
the three Jewish Confessors, who are facing immediate death 
for the sake of their faith, and so address Nebuchadnezzar as 
they would any other man. In 6!6@°) the great nobles having 
secured a law designed to destroy Daniel are indifferent to the 
ceremonious language usual in addressing a king, and so in their 
insolence they use 5 and not o4p, though when earlier they were 
seeking to secure this law 67“) (LX X) they used o7p. Only in 
+3°4+ is this rule not observed. It seems therefore to be a primitive 
corruption. In 2% pup has just been used and so 5 is used after 
4x to avoid a repetition of it. But 5 is never used after 79x 
when God is addressed. Hence not only on this but mainly on 
other grounds 4°?(@°) must be excised as an interpolation. 
Further, as we have just seen, O54) is used after Dx and not 4, 
when the king is addressed, unless there are special grounds for 
not doing so. 

The proper preposition which should be used after "1x when 
addressing God is pp. See our author. The beginnings of 
this usage in Aramaic appear in 1% i.e. Nerab 2: see Cooke 
652 where owp is used in addressing the god Sahar. In II* 
it is used mainly when God (Cowley 907")) kings:(302, 32°), OF 
governors (32, 375) are addressed: or friends Ah. 141. In III* 
(i.e. E.) p4p is used before the chancellor, 4”, before the king, 4", 

1 In Cowley we find the later usage in connexion with the Egyptian gods: 
72° (CIS II. i. 146%) ‘before ‘Ahor’: 72!5 ‘before Apuaitu’ as well as before 


the God of Israel: NDYW nbs D7p 382-3. The first papyrus is not dated but the 
second is fifth century B.C. 


3266 = 
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before God, 7"? (though after a different verb). On the other 
hand 5 4»w is used of Cyrus in addressing his officials, 5°: and 
likewise of the Persian governors in addressing the Jews, 5°*:°. 
Thus we see a steady approach to the usage in Daniel. 

Having grasped our author’s usage of this phrase, we recognize 
that the interpolator of 42-74(6-19) had not the slightest conception 
of it. Thus he represents the great Nebuchadnezzar as saying 
with regard to the soothsayers and Daniel, whose destruction he 
had decreed on arbitrary grounds in 21°: ‘I told the dream before 
them’, 44): ‘JI told the dream before him’, 4°“). This passage 
which is omitted by the LXX contains other idioms conflicting 
with our author’s usage.! 

(x) 5 before the accusative or direct object. 

II*. On this use Cowley, p. 14, remarks: ‘the use of 5 to mark 
the object is not common in these texts’. Cf. 5°, 137°, [15% ?"], 
Ah. 1. It is really very infrequent. 

LIS. In EE. itmoccurs:sixitunes 5% 1947, 61.9752 

IV. In D. 5 is used before the acc. about forty times and all 
but\.as; a; rule=before., personal objects,:..2!1,44,2%.75.26. 25,87 
318, 4225), &c. (thirty-three times), but not in t2!% 18+, 398 and 
HORA Tats. ol?) 5% 2 vo? Xt used. belore impersonal put 
defined objects. 5 bef. acc. more than twice as often relatively 
in D than in E. 

This usage distinguishes definitely the style of D. from E., 
and exhibits a che later stage of linguistic development. 

(y) Use of dna and b>. 

For convenience sake we shall consider together these two 
verbs, which have the same meaning. 

I. Not found. 

II*. When these verbs are used in the Impf., they are followed 
by another verb in the Impf. without a conjunction: cf. Cowley 


} On the usage of before in relation to the Deity in the Targums and Syriac, 
see Driver Samuel, p. lxxsqq. ; Dalman, Worte Jesu, 171-4 (English translation 
209-13), who states that in Egypt subjects never spoke ‘to’ the king but ‘in 
his presence’, and that the Targums never represent man as speaking ‘to’ but 
‘before’ God. 

* J have bracketed the passages in 215,18, 6? as corrupt. There is the authority 
of some of the versions for so doing in the case of 21%, 62°. In 218 by reading 
{772175 instead of pain (as Lambert, Rev. des Etudes juives 54 (1893), p. 269 
sq. proposes) the usage of the author could be recovered. In 3°8 however the 
context is against any emendation. See Bauer-Leander, p. 339 sqq. 
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1* (495 B.c.), 5° (471 B.C.), 6!2 (465 B.c.) down to the latest 
15°! ©) (441 B.c.), whereas the earliest example of 5na followed 
by 5c. Inf. is to be found in 287-8 (where eleven words separate 
the verb and the Inf.) (411 B.c.), and Ah. 17. Yet in Ah. it is 
twice followed by the Impf. without a conjunctive in 26 (?), 81. 

III*. These verbs do not occur. 

IV. When these verbs are combined with another verb in D., 
the latter is in the Inf. c. 5, as in the Targums: cf. 226 47, 621, &c. 
Thus the ancient usage,' all but universal in II*% is not once 
attested in IV. 

Again this verb is used in the sense of ‘to get the mastery of’ 
in D. 7?! with > and a suffix. This usage is not found in I*, II%, 
II1*, though it is frequent in Heb. (with 5 and a noun) and in 
the Targums. 

In II* we have the same early Aramaic usage in connexion 
with ‘2¥ ‘to desire’ in 182-® 5yomx may ‘I desire to take away’ 
In IV, i.e. D. 7'° it is followed by 2c. imf. So also in Syr. but 
mou 1°, L11* nor yet in, Heb, 

Thus D. exhibits only the later construction of 5m3 and ‘ay in 
Aramaic. 

(2) ayxwoda now 1 ‘who was named B.’, D. 27°, 

In II* (Cowley) in 284 we have "HY DWE ‘one named 
etc C1. 20 we te, 20) Ale To Beh 2,7) 12, 22.25, 
27, 35: Cowley on Ah. « says this is a Persian idiom: but it is . 
Hebr. as well. One example of this idiom occurs in III*%, ie. 
E. 514 now ayiwy ‘one named Sheshbazzar’. The converse 
order is found in Ah. 4-5 and Beh. 17. 

As above remarked this idiom is not found in [%, IV. In 
D. 226 we have 7¥8wH>3 ANY I—an idiom which recurs in 4°1°, 
In the older Aramaic this would have been simply 72Y 3. 
In the Hebrew of D. 10! “3 ow NIP) AWN we have a partial 
approach to this. This latter idiom is found in the Pesh. in 
Luke 19%, though the Greek has simply évdpar: kahotpevos. Cf. also 
Mark 14°”; and elsewhere. 

In Hebrew there are two constructions in the main. When 
the proper name precedes, the first idiom runs as follows 
wow m3 ‘one named Goliath’: cf. Sam. 1773; 2 Sam. 2071, &c. 


1 Yet this ancient usage occurs a few times in Hebrew: see Num. 22° 
N33 Sows (where we should read $39) ‘we are able to smite’: Lam. 4". 


g2 
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When the proper name does not precede, the idiom is different. 
The conjunction always precedes the phrase. though the meaning 
remains unaffected. j25 wer LXX 6 dvoza AaBéy ‘one named 
Laban’. Cf. Judges 132, 17!; Ruth 2!, &c. These two Hebrew 
idioms are reproduced exactly in the Targums and generally 
in Syriac. 

In D. 5}2 we have another Aramaic construction OY x2dp 9 
“53 mp’ but this clause comes from the hand of the reviser or 
a scribe. The construction in Ezra 514 AY AND I ‘whom he 
appointed governor’ is different. 

Thus the above idioms used in Babylon, Palestine (E.) and in 
Egypt are not found in D., the idioms of which are late. 

The idiom in D. 27°, 4° 1° is reproduced literally in the Pesh. 

(aa) 2nn = ‘to return’ (acc. of answer). 

I*. Not found. 

II*. Used only in the sense of ‘to return’, ‘to restore’: 
Cowley 157%, 20’. 

II1*. 5°11 ‘to return’ (with acc. of answer). 

IV. 3'° ‘to answer’ (without acc.), but in 2!* with cognate acc. 

In Hebrew 2'wn = ‘to answer’ with or without an acc. 

(66) p73... 9D ‘some... others’. 

I, 11%, III*. Not found. 

IV. ive. Dy #28 (Cf AND +o. NSP joo! P, 

(cc) 118 followed by direct narration only in I, II* (about too 
times), III* (= ‘told them: Do so and so’). 

IV followed by the indirect narration, i.e. 5 ¢. Inf. (= ‘told 
them to do so and so’) D. 246, 315 19,20, 52,624. There are of 
course plenty of instances of 119s followed by the direct narration 
—2*", &c. But D. stands here alone among the authorities 
mentioned. 

(dd) x29 ayr229 ‘N. the King’. This is the true ancient 
order of the words—never ‘ King N.’. 

I*. Unfortunately the phrase does not occur. 

II*. Always observes the above order. 

III*. So also E.: cf. 4° "1 ?8(where the order of R.V. is wrong), 
= 5 &e. 

IV. The ancient order is forsaken in 278 46, 316 59,11, 610 for 
‘King N’. In 3!° the MT separates ‘King’ and ‘Nebuchad- 
nezzar’, but LXX,' Th., Vulg. connect them and in this order, 


1 LXX adds BaoiAcd. 
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but not so the Pesh., and also in [4!°] against Th., Pesh., and 
Vulg. That this late order had asserted itself in the second 
century B.c, is clear from the above evidence as well as from the 
fact that the LXX has this late order in 2*8, 41 34> where the 
MT omits Baorrevs. 

This late order appears to be not older than the second 
century B.c. In reference to oriental potentates it has not been 
discovered, so for as I am aware, in works emanating from the 
East earher than the second century B.C. in 1 Macc. we have 
the older order in aa ah to), 48, 55, 59, 68, oom Tr 38, Ee 73°). 437%, 
m4),45"4, and the later in 6™, 1o}®..25, 712, 16,18, 30, 32, 7986, 7488 pe? 
Now 1 Macc. belongs to the latter half of the second century B.c. 
In 2 Macc., which was written probably at the close of the second 
century B.c. or in the first half of the first century the later order 
appears in 11”, 14* and the earlier in 5!%. In 1 Esdras (first 
century B.c.) both orders occur and likewise in Judith (close of 
second century B.c.) and in Bel and the Dragon first century 
B.c. (Th.). The later order appears on the coins of Alexander 
76-67 B.c. : Antigonus 40-37 B.c. and Herod the Great 37-4 B.c., 
See Schirer, G/V? I. 287, 355, 397. In Josephus both orders 
appear without any special significance in either case: cf. Axt. 
X. IO, 3: II, I: Xl. 1, 3 for 6 Baotheds NaBoxodpdcopos and x. II, 4: 
xi. 1, 3 for the converse order ; similarly with regard to Cyrus: 
xi, I, t and xi. 1, 3. The significance of this idiom is unknown 
to Josephus: as also to his predecessors back to the second 
century B.c. In the Greek historians the order is Baoweds Hépéns : 
see Herodotus (484-425 B.c.) vill. 24: also Thucydides i. 129: 
vili. 5, 37 (7s). This is the true Western order. In Polybius 
(204-122 B.c.) the Oriental order is reproduced in his Aizst. 
XXvii. 17, 33: XXxi. II, I, when speaking of Antiochus 
Epiphanes, but the Western order when speaking of Ptolemy 
Philometor, xxviii. 10, 8. Thus Greek historians follow their 
own usage with regard to this idiom: but Oriental writers 
observe the older order which was the real order down to the 
second century B.c. 

The evidence of this order of words seems in itself conclusive 
as to the Book of Daniel being not earlier than the second 
century B.C. 

(ce) Participle used as finite Verb. 

I*. In the 120 lines or thereabouts of the Zinjirli (Hadad, 
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Panammu, and Bar-rekub) Inscriptions, eighth century, the 
participle does not appear to occur once : nor yet is the participle 
used in the two Nerab Inscriptions (Cooke 64, 65) consisting of 
fourteen and ten lines respectively. 

18. Assyr. Letter: seventh century. Here also finite verbs 
are used apparently always. 

II*. Aram. Pap. (Cowley). I have not counted up the 
occurrences of the participle. But if we should say that it occurs 
once for every thirty times a finite verb occurs, even that might 
be considerably beyond the limit. Besides the participle, in 
many of the cases where it does occur, does not take the place 
of a finite verb. 

11°, Tema Inscription, fifth century, CIS II. 113. In the 
seventeen lines preserved of this inscription there are no par- 
ticiples. 

{II* (i.e. E.). End of fourth century. In sixty-seven verses 
finite verbs (simple (93) and compounded with mn (14), occur 107 
times: participles occur as finite verbs twenty-four times: i.e. 
less than once in every five times. 

IV° (i.e. D.). In 1994 verses there are gg participles! describ- 
ing a past action as Historic Pres. or Impf. It occasionally 
alternates with the finite verb in the same sentence 4*, 51, 6’, and 
is used in the statement of general truths 27). This extended use 
of the participle is found in the Palestinian Talmud and the 
Midrashim and to a less degree in the Targums.? 

Thus D. belongs herein to the later Aramaic, and is absolutely 
sundered in this respect from the older Aramaic. 

Cf) bap-bs in III* and IV. This is merely a corruption of 
Pane. 

iN GAME ET only twice. aps and » bapd twelve times. bapd as 
early as the sixth to fifth century: see Abydos Ins., Cooke 67. 

I1I*. Sap-b> only once as a Prep. in E. 71", but twice as Conj. 
4\4, 714 when followed by ™. aps as Prep. 41°: as Conj. when 
followed by 5 6}, 

IV. D. Sap-5> 21% 24, 37,822, 61 as Prep. But thirteen times 
as Conj. when followed by 1. apd five times as Prep. 

As a conjunction ‘J 5apba occurs twice in E. qe 7 Ut An ae 


} See Burney, Avam. Origin of Fourth Gospel, p. 89. 
2 Stevenson, Gram. of Pal. Jewish Aram., p. 56. 


§ 21 INTRODUCTION cili 


thirteen times. Thus a form (1) 5ap$> which occurs only three 
times as Prep. or Conj. in E. has become so popular later that it 
is found nineteen times in D, The corrupt form has been 
reproduced in the Targums: cf. Ps. Jon. ; Gen. 2817; Ruth 4!: 
and "t Sap~5a in Eccles. 5¥. 


§ 21. Order of Words} 


I. In I* the verb as a rule precedes the subject or object. 
In the Hadad Inscription 
the verb precedes the subj. (13 times), object (8), subj. + 
Obj. 1 == '2e tines. 
the subject precedes verb (2), verb + obj. (1), obj. + 
verb (1) = 4 times. 
the object precedes verb (2) = 2 times. 

Thus the verb precedes subj., or obj., or both combined nearly 
four times oftener than the subj., or obj., or both combined, 
precede the verb. Note, that although the verb nearly always 
comes first, yet the Inscription shows a freedom in the order 
of the words which forecasts the later developments: i.e. 

(z) Subj.+obj.+verb 617°. 

(2) Subj. + verb + obj. 61°. 

(5) Verb+subj. + obj. 6177%, 

The numbers (1), (2), (5) point to three of the six different 
combinations found in IV (i.e. D.). 

In the Panammu Inscription 

Verb precedes subj. (5 times) or obj. (14) = 19 times. 
Subj. es verb (2) sa a. 
Obj. ” ” (2) SSE ay 

The verb precedes subj. or obj. or both combined five times 
oftener than the subj. or obj., or both combined precede the 
verb. We find also the combinations 

(4) Obj. + verb + subj. 62! 
(6) Verb + obj. + subj. 62!” 1° but obj. in these cases a suffix. 

1 When the subject is contained in the inflected verb, it is generally not 
included in the reckonings that follow, unless it is actually added in the text, as it 
is occasionally, for the sake of emphasis. Similarly in relative clauses. Verbal 
suffixes are included in the reckonings. Participles, when they represent finite 
verbs, are treated as such. I do not take account of the constantly recurring 
words ON), . 39. The subject as a rule follows the first verb, The above 


numbers make no claim to being literally exact, since the inscriptions are so 
frequently defective and undecipherable, but they are true in the main. 
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In the Bar-rekub Inscription 
verb precedes obj. or subj. or both combined (4) = 4 times. 
subj. 4 verb (2) =2 » 

Here the verb precedes subj. or obj. or both combined twice 
as often as the converse order. We find also the combinations : 
(2) subj.+ verb + obj. 637°: (6) verb+ obj. (suff.) + subj. 63°~°. 

In the Zakar Inscription 

verb precedes subj. or obj. or both combined = 20 (?) 
subj. e verb or obj. = 34(c) 

We find also the combinations (2) subj.+verb+obj. and 
(6) verb + obj. + subj. 

In the Nerab Inscription I. verb precedes subj. or obj. 5 

subj. is verb 2(?) 

Here also we find the combinations (2) subj. + verb + obj. and 
(5) verb+ subj. + obj. 

1°. In the Aramaic Letler from Assyria, the text of which is 
defective in many parts, the tendency above represented is more 
pronounced, and the verb almost as often follows the subj. or 
obj. as it precedes them. 

Verb precedes subj. 2 (Il. 8, 11) 
; obj. 7 (ll. 5, 6, 8, 11, 12 (dzs), 16) 
SN precedes verb 3 (ll. 10, 11, 17) 
Obj. »” ” 2 (il. 8, 19) 
Obj. + verb + subj. 1 (I. 7) 
Subj. + verb + obj. 1 (I. 17) 

This summary does not claim to be exhaustive. At the best 
it is only approximately accurate. The numbers will vary 
accordingly as we restore a very defective text. In this inscrip- 
tion the subj. or obj. or both combined precede the verb 7 times, 
while the verb precedes the subj. or obj. g times. 

I propose to deal here with four fifth-century documents given 
by Cowley, i. e. 27, 30, 37 and the words of Ahikar. 

II". Cowley 27. c. 410 B.c. This papyrus consisting of 
twenty-four lines is the draft of a letter to the satrap Bigvai or 
Arsames, and emanates from the Jewish colony at Elephantine. 
It complains of the damage done to them and their temple by 
the Egyptians. 

In this papyrus the subj. precedes the verb 12 times. 

15 obj. ie verb 3 
” verb < subj. 3 


” 


” 
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Here the verb precedes the subj. or obj. or both once in six 
times. The combination (1) subj. +obj.+verb occurs twice. 
Cowley 30. 408 B.c. Petition to the Governor of Judaea 
from the Jews in Elephantine. 
The subj. precedes the verb 20 times 


” obj. ” »” 20 ” 
» verb obj. ite) 
»» verb 5 subj. I 


Thus the subj. or obj. or both combined precede the verb four 
times as often as the converse order. We observe also the 
following combinations—(1) subj.+obj.+verb 1: (2) subj.+ 
verb+obj. 3: (3) obj.tsubj.t+verb 2. In 30!8 we have the 
proleptic use of suffix—not found in I. 


Cowley 37. c. 410 B.c. A letter. 


The subj. precedes the verb 7 times. 
” obj. ” ” 2 a9) 
+e VErD 5 subj. or obj. 12(?),, 


Thus the verb is oftener first than the subj. or obj. 
or both combined. We note the following combinations— 
(1) subj.+obj.4+verb 1: (2) subj.+verb+obj. 2: (3) obj.+ 
subj. + verb 1. 

Cowley: Words of Ahikar. cc. 430 B.C. 

I have only taken account of the narrative portion of Ahikar 
lines 1-78), and not of the proverbs that follow. 


Subj.—verb 27 
Obj.—verb 6 33 
Verb—subj. 7 
Verb—obj. (mainly suffixes) 26 33 


Thus the verb is just as often first as the subj. or obj. or both 
combined. 

The following combinations occur— 

(1) Subj.+obj.+verb 1 

(2) Subj.t+verb+obj. 4 

(3) Obj.+subj.+verb 3 

(6) Verb+obj.+subj. 1 

Finally the acc. precedes the inf. which governs it in 63, 192, 
but follows it in 120, 122, 123, 193, and 5 precedes the acc. in 
1, rad non ‘taught his son’. 
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Il’. Cilicia (S.E.). Fifth-fourth century. See Lidz., IVES. 
446: Cooke 68. This inscription consists of six lines. 

In 1. 5. we have the order obj.+verb+subj., and in |. 6 
verb + subj. 

Cilicia in neighbourhood of Kesejek Keojew fifteen miles NE. 
of Tarsus. See Torrey, /AOS, vol. 35, 1915, Pp- 37°-74- 

This inscription consists of five lines. In 1. 1, obj.t+.verb+ 
subj. : in Il. 3-4 subj. (a relative) + obj.+ verb: in 1. 5 verb + obj. 
(cum 5) + subj. In 1. 5 we have vav before the verb 7y2, which 
Torrey declares is simply redundant, comparing Kalam I. 12. 
Is it the vav apodosis ? 

Cilicia—i.e. Limyra. See CIS II. 109: Lidz., N.E. 446. 
Limyra in Cilicia. Fifth-fourth century B.c. 

Obj. + subj. + verb. 

This is a bilingual inscription—in Aramaic and Greek. The 
Aramaic order diverges from the Greek. In the latter we have 
[’Alpriuas +e» MpokaTecKevacaro Tov Tapoy [ rotor], whereas the Aramaic 
reads: 73y.,. O°N5[N] Tr NITNDN. 

III*, ie. Ezra 48-618, 712-28, In present form—close of 
fourth century B.c., but probably earlier idioms are displaced 
by idioms of a later date. 

Subj.+verb 49 } 

Obj.+verb 26 5 75 

Verb+subj. or obj. 64. 

Thus verb precedes subj. or obj. or both combined slightly less 
frequently than the subj. or obj. or both combined precede the 
verb. 


The following combinations occur : 


(2) Subj. + verb + obj. 6 
(3) Obj. + subj.+ verb I 
(5) Verb+subj. + obj. (twice with 5) a 
(6) Verb + obj. +subj. 2 


In other words four out of the six combinations of subj., verb, 
and obj. in D. are found in E., only, nos. (r) and (4) not occurring. 

Proleptic use of suff. once, ie. in 5). When the Inf. 
governs an acc. it precedes it seven times: i.e. 42} 22, 5%17, 68,12, 
7°; and also follows it seven times: i.e. 414, 53 és) 9(is), 18, 724, 
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IV. i.e. Daniel 246-7) 

Subj.+verb  ¢. 208 

Obj. + verb 67220 oR es 

Verb+subj. or obj. —¢. 237. 

Thus the verb precedes subj. or obj. or both combined about 
once in three times. The following combinations of subj., verb, 
and obj. occur two times out of five: 

(1) Subj.+obj.¢verb 15 

(2) Subj.+verb+obj. 29 

(3) Obj. + subj. + verb 2 

(4) Obj.4+verb+subj. 10 

(5) Verb+subj.+subj. 5 

(6) Verb + obj. + subj. 6 

Proleptic use of suff. occurs ten times (22044, 9%25,26,28,29, 423 
6?°.27), but only once in E. 

As in E,, the acc. follows the Inf. ¢. > sixteen times, 1.6. 2) 
14,24,26,47 32,13,19,20 48,23, 52,7, 68(2i5), 725: and precedes it twenty-one 
times : 29:10,16,18,27,46 316,82, 415,34 8(bis), 15(8i5), 16(guater), G9(bis), 24, 

Conclusion. In all the above authorities the order of the old 
Aramaic is essentially the same as in Hebrew, save in the Aramaic 
letter which Lidzbarski assigns to the time of Assurbanipal (cerca 
660 B.c.). But the change of order which may be due to the 
influence of Akkadian is slight as compared to that in D. This 
letter is valuable,? but the writer seems to have been subject 
to different influences. Thus in 1. 15 we have maw ‘aw three 
times, which may be explained as Aramaic (Cooke 62°). It is at 
the same time good Hebrew as to diction, though the order would 
possibly have been different: i.e. ‘IY Jw. On the other hand 
there is the Jussive 1ynvd ‘let them grind’, which is essentially 
Aramaic. The pronoun yon frequently occurs, which is also 
old Aramaic. 


1 Baumgarten (‘Das Aramdische im Buche Daniel,’ p. 128 in ZAI’, 19) 
adopts a different method of calculation, and arrives at the following results 
in D :— 

Subj. occurs before predicate as compared with its occurrences after it 
Gel 20); GO, 

Obj. occurs before predicate as compared with its occurrences after it 
CASO JOs 

Obj. occurs before Inf. as compared with its occurrences after it ¢, 20: 16. 

2 In 1. r2 we have the words which are so important for the right translation 
of 2!4 in our text : nbs bp SIA NIvA ‘Are these things true ?’ 
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So far then as our present authorities go, we may conclude 
that the change in the order of Aramaic which is so marked 
in the fifth cent. and later, began in the seventh or at all events 
in the sixth cent. If we might argue back we might infer that the 
oldest Hebrew and Aramaic agreed on the whole as to the order 
of words. Later developments, as we shall see, support this 
inference. 

II. When we proceed to the next period we find that the 
change in the order of the words already observed in the 
Aramaic letter from Assyria grows much more pronounced in 
the centuries that follow, and that in this respect a gulf lies 
between the period I and its successors from 500 B. c. onwards. 


§ 22. Seeing that the Hebrew sections are translated from an 
Aramaic original, naturally Aramaisms are discover- 
able in the Hebrew, espectally as the translators were not 
Hebraists of the first order. 


Aramaisms in 1-24*%, 35:12; YW 14: mod wwe = ‘lest’ 11°: 
Sy) 130=Heb. 4: 2 not elsewhere in OT. Good fifth-century 
B.c. Aramaic: 73—late Heb. but good Aram. 

Aramaisms in 8-12. 51x 8236 (LXX, Pesh., Vulg.) = ‘gate’, 
where MT has Heb. 5nys ‘river’, save that Vulg. has a different 
rendering in 8°. 

“yay 8°22; 7 rol? Aram. whereas the Heb. is J*8: 2N3—an 
Aramaism in late Hebrew 107!: OU) ‘to inscribe ’—pure Aramaic 
—not elsewhere in O.T.: cf. 5% 25, 61 1 saa. — 45 ay wy 1111 — 
cf. 5'* for this frequent Aramaic duplication of the preposition : 
PS r17—an Aram. word in late Hebr.: nyannn 112—an 
Aramaised Inf. : o09 11%, 


There are several renderings in the LXX which imply an 


Aramaic original. It is enough here to refer to the notes on 
20, 24 
Tie, 
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§ 23. Chronological Tables. 
1. Neo-Babylonian Kings and Notable Events. 


Nabopolassar—at first a viceroy of Babylon under the sons and 
successors of Assur-bani-pal, but subsequently the king 
and independent ruler of Babylon on the destruction of the 
Assyrian empire by the Medes 

Nebuchadnezzar, as crown prince defeats the Eevntian forces 
at Carchemish (Jer. 46?) on the Euphrates and recovers all 
Western Asia 5 : . 

Nebuchadnezzar—king of the @haldgeans (see note on this 
term, p. 13 seqq.) and of Babylon 

Ameél-Marduk, i.e. Evil-Merodach (2 Kings ast su) son and 
successor of Nebuchadnezzar 

Nergal-Sharezer (Neriglissar), having De acstanted his eroiner: 
in-law Amél-Marduk, reigned . 

Labashi-Marduk, son of Nergal- Sharezer, retened ig nine 
months, being murdered by his nobles 

Nabuna’id, the last king of the Chaldaeans, who was not 
descended from Nebuchadnezzar, but the son of Nabu- 
balatsu-ikbi, seized the throne and became king 

Cyrus, king of Anshan (558), overthrows the Median empire 
(550), becomes king of Persia (c. 547) takes Nabuna’id 
captive, and makes himself master of Babylon, over which 
Belshazzar, son of Nabuna’id, had been a vassal king 

Cyrus thus becomes king of Babylon 

Cambyses, his son, becomes king 

Conquers Egypt (which remains a province of Pert, till B32)ee 

Darius I, Hystaspis, king of Persia ; 

Xerxes (= Ahasuerus in O.T.) 

Artaxerxes : 

Darius II, Nothus. 

Artaxerxes II, Mnemon 

Artaxerxes III, Ochus 

Darius III, Codomannus . 

Conquered by Alexander . 


Il. The earher Seleucidae. 


The Empire of the Selucidae over Syria and Babylon founded 
by Selucus I, Nicator é é ; ‘ 

Antiochus I, Soter 

Antiochus II, Theos 

Seleucus II, Callinicus 


cx 


BEC, 
625-605 
605 
604-561 
561-559 
559-556 
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Seleucus III, Ceraunus . : : 4 
Antiochus III, the Great . ; ‘ : 5 
Seleucus IV, Philopator . A : 5 : ° 
Antiochus IV, Epiphanes ; : ; 


Ill. The earlier Ptolemies., 


Ptolemy I, Soter, became ruler of Egypt 
Ptolemy II, Philadelphus 
Ptolemy III, Euergetes 1 
Ptolemy IV, Philopator 
Ptolemy V, Epiphanes 
Ptolemy VI, Philometor . 
Ptolemy VI, Philometor 


are ae 
Ptolemy VII, Euergetes II reigning conjointly 


§ 23 
226-223 
223-187 
187-176 
175-164 


B.C. 
322-283 
283-246 
246-221 
221-204 
204-181 
181-145 


170-164 


IV. Events in Jewish history from the time of Jchoiakim to the 


death of Antiochus Epiphanes. 


Jehoiakim rebels against Nebuchadnezzar. Judea laid waste by 
the inroads of hostile nations including the Chaldaeans 
(2 Kings 241‘). [According to 2 Chron. 36°? Nebuchad- 
nezzar himself invades Judea, and carries off Jehoiakim and 
some of the vessels of the Temple to Babylon—a tradition 
thus existed as early as 300 B.C. which in part forms the 
basis of Dan. 1" ?] 

Jehoiakim carried captive to Babylon w ith all < soered vesells 
of the Temple 

Captivity of Zedekiah and qemuenon of Ten nega 

First return of exiles under Cyrus 

Second return with Ezra . 

Conquest of Palestine by A leeendee the Great 

Struggle between Ptolemy I and Antigonus over the possession 
of Palestine, which results in Palestine becoming a province 
of Egypt for nearly Ioo years 

The marriage of Antiochus II with Berenice, me asiehet of 
Ptolemy II (Dan. rt) 

Fresh wars between Ptolemy III and Seélenene II (asl 117844-) 

Antiochus III makes himself master of Palestine but is forced 
to retire from it through his defeat at Raphia by Ptolemy IV 

Conquest of Palestine by Antiochus III . , . 

Despite the attempts of Egypt (200 B.C.) this manatee’ main- 
tained (Dan. 11'%844-) by the battle of Paneion 

Cleopatra, daughter of Antiochus III, married to Ptolemy Vv 
(Dan, 117”) 
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Seleucus IV, acting on information given by Simon, who was at 
strife with the High Priest Onias III, attempts to make 
himself master of the Temple treasures through his chief 
minister Heliodorus (Dan. 117) 

Accession of Antiochus IV to the throne of ae (Dae Rone, 
8928 7122) J 

The High Priest Onias III, fades of ne Ghasiding deposed by 
Antiochus, and his brother Jason, the leader of the 
Hellenizing Jews, appointed in his stead 

Jason deposed in favour of Menelaus and Onias III murdered 
at the instigation of the latter ee oe etait noch. go:; 
2 Macc. Aes2) 

Antiochus IV invades Egypt in a caaphion the first aes of 
which ended with the victory near Pelusium, and the 
second with the conquest of Egypt (Dan. 11%”; 1 Macc. 
11°"'), Jason having in the meantime reinstated himself 
in Jerusalem by force, Antiochus on his return from Egypt 
expels him, plunders the Temple, and massacres many 
Jews (Dan. 89> 1, 11; 1-Macc, 17!7?8) : : 

Antiochus makes his second expedition against Egypt, but is 
obliged to retire by the Roman legate Popilius Laenas, and 
to give up his claims on Egypt 

Jerusalem taken by surprise by Apollonius on the Sabbath fay, 

many Jews slaughtered or driven into exile, and a Syrian 
garrison established in the citadel. The complete sup- 
pression of the Jewish religion ordered by Antiochus. The 
observance of the Sabbath and circumcision forbidden. 
Books of the Law burnt, the daily sacrifice abolished, and 
a heathen altar, i.e. ‘a horror that appalleth’, set up in the 
Temple on the 15th of Chislev (December), 168 (Dan. 7”) 
24h, chy 8H, 12, 13 b, 24, as, 9% b, 27 a. TEP 86, 12))7; 111) 

Revolt of the Jews against Antiochus eta Mattathias and his 
sons (Dan. 11°7; 1 Enoch go? 844: ; 1 Macc. 2) 

Death of Mattathias, Judas his son defeats and slays the 
Syrian generals Apollonius and Seron (1 Macc. 3’), and 
subsequently routs Gorgias at Emmaus (1 Macc. 3%~4”), 
and Lysias at Beth-Zur (1 Macc. 47%) 

Recovery of Jerusalem, with the exception of the ieee 
Cleansing and rededication of the Temple on the 25th 
Chislev, three years and ten days after its desecration. 
Successful invasion of Edomites, Ammonites, Philistines, 
and other Gentile nations (1 Macc. 5) : 

Antiochus, owing to lack of money, attempts to pillage a temple 
in Elymais in Persia, but is beaten off by the inhabitants 
of the town, and soon after dies at Tabae in that same 
country (Dan. 71, 26, gl4b, “af og? b 114 d, 127 [12% 12] . 
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169-168 


167 


166-165 
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§ 24. Theology. 


(a) Although this book is the forerunner and herald of most 
subsequent apocalyptic developments, it is not by any means the 
earliest, but it is by far the greatest of the O.T. apocalypses. 
Its outlook, however, is in the main confined to this world. 
Its hopes are directed, not to the afterworld, with its retributions 
for the individual, but to the setting up of a world-empire of 
Israel which is to displace the heathen, to a Messianic kingdom 
onearth. Accordingly, it extends neither promise nor threaten- 
ing to the individual as such, but only to those individuals who 
have in an extraordinary degree helped or hindered the advent 
of the kingdom. But the resurrection is mechanically conceived. 
It is not represented as the unique prerogative of all the righteous 
—the martyrs, the saints, and teachers (12) as it was originally 
conceived, but it has been degraded into a mere mechanical 
device for bringing the pre-eminently righteous into the eternal 
Kingdom of God, and for bringing due retribution on the 
Jewish apostates in the form of a resurrection to everlasting 
contempt, i.e. in Gehenna. As for the majority of the nation, 
who are neither over-much righteous nor over-much wicked, 
their lot is of no concern to the writer, and Sheol remains 
their eternal abode. Sheol, which is called the land of dust 
(127), retains its O.T. heathen character as a non-moral 
region. It thus possesses a peculiar character in our author. 
It is the zwtermediate abode of the very good and of the 
very bad in Israel, and the eternal abode of the rest of 
Israel and of all the Gentiles. The eschatological outlook of 
the individual is very imperfectly conceived, or at all events 
very imperfectly delineated. For we might ask, are the risen 
righteous to live for ever in the Messianic kingdom? The 
supernatural character of the kingdom certainly implies this 
(cf. 71718), and yet the description in 7!718, where the continued 
existence of ‘the peoples, nations, and languages’ as subject to 
this kingdom is difficult to reconcile with the immortality of the 
righteous individual upon the earth, is quite reconcilable with 
the eternity of the Messianic kingdom. 

(6) The advent of the kingdom catastrophic. We have, however, 
overlooked the manner in which the kingdom is to be intro- 
duced. It is to be catastrophic. When evil reaches its culmi- 
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nation, and the need of the saints is greatest (72/22, 12!), when 
the Antichrist in the person of Antiochus Epiphanes is warring 
down the saints, God Himself will intervene, and the throne ot 
judgement be set up (7°), and the world powers overthrown 
(7'1*), and the kingdom of the saints shall be set up, which 
shall break in pieces all the kingdoms of the world (2“), and 
make all the surviving nations their subjects. It is to share in 
this kingdom that all the pre-eminently righteous, among whom 
of course Daniel and his friends are included, are to rise in the 
resurrection (1p) 12”). But according to 12'% quite a different 
conception is introduced. There (unless we take “py as 
meaning ‘to rise in the resurrection’, which it never does in 
Hebrew or, as Hitzig has already pointed out, in any Semitic 
dialect), Daniel hopes to survive the advent of the kingdom, and 
to have his special inheritance in it (7d"25 soyn) 1218), just as 
Ezekiel does in Ezek. 29”, and St. Paul in 1 Thess. 415. But, 
since it is impossible to entertain the supposition that our author 
expected to live for over 400 years, then we must conclude 
either that he has forgotten his rodle as presumably writing in 
the sixth century B.c., or that 12!* is an interpolation from the 
same hand that inserted 12!*. This interpolator writes from the 
standpoint of the second century B.c. and not from that of 
the sixth century. The book thus closes in 12!° with a special 
promise that Daniel’s prayer in 12°, that he might be enabled 
to understand, shall be granted—‘none of the wicked shall 
understand, but they that be wise shall understand’ (12}%). 
12!5 is in part modelled on 129 ‘Go thy way, Daniel’, and 124 
‘to the time of the end’. But the interpolator of 12!?~}° did not 
understand the technical meaning of the author’s phrase ‘the 
time of the end’ (yp ny) in 12* and also in 129, 81", 11° #9, which 
has always in his use a reference to the advent of the kingdom. 
Instead of this phrase, which he should have employed in 12°, 
he adopted from our author another phrase, which he suppose: 
had the same meaning, i.e. ‘the end of the days’. But this 
phrase, whether written as 02"n pp as in the interpolation in 12", 


1 It will not do to rejoin with Bevan that ‘if this belief were new in the days 
of the author, a fixed technical term may have been wanting’. The belief was 
not new within a limited circle of Judaism, and the right technical term (i.e. 77) 
was not wanting; for it appears in our author (12*) as well as in Is, 261: cf. 
also Jer. 51°% 57; Job 1412 for its use of awaking after death. 
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or as D°9'N Nyp in 115% 18, 4341) never has this technical meaning 
in our author. In our author it always marks the conclusion of 
a definite period in the lives of the persons, whose history he is 
recounting, but it never refers to the advent of the kingdom. 
He could rightly have used another phrase of our author here 
‘the latter days’ xyor mans 278 in Aramaic and ov" nnN 
1o'4 in Hebrew. But he chose just the wrong phrase for his 
purpose. Furthermore the Hebrew verb 1ny retains its usual and 
apparently universal meaning, if we interpret the passage aright. 

(c) Growing transcendentalism in the conception of God. God 
rules the world by a body of intermediate agencies. To these 
angelic patrons of the nations an almost inconceivable liberty of 
initiative is accorded. The action of most of them is repre- 
‘sented as contrary to the fulfilment of the Divine Will. By 
means of this conception the writer explains the national 
reverses, and likewise the delay in the establishment of the 
Messianic kingdom. 

(ad) Dualism and determinism in Dantel’s conception of the world. 
The conflict between the kingdoms of this world and of Israel 
springs essentially from their irreconcilable religious and ethical 
aims. But this moral conflict did not originate on this earth 
but in the supernatural background. Thus Persia has its 
angelic guardian (101%), and likewise Greece (10°), while the 
patron angel of Israel is Michael (107, 12). Our author uses 
the dualistic conception of the world to explain Israel’s reverses, 
and likewise the delay in the advent of the Kingdom of God, 
as we have already pointed out. It is difficult to reconcile this 
conception with that of the triumphant kingdom of the Saints 
and the final judgement executed by God in 7°27, Since the 
efforts of the angelic guardians of the nations are expressly 
directed against God’s chosen people, the dualism of our author’s 
world view cannot be questioned. It is true, however, that he 
avoids entering into details, and that he teaches that the world 
of evil is doomed from the outset. 

That inconsistencies in the thought of the writer should exist 
is inevitable. The O.T. prophets dealt with the destinies of 
this nation or of that, but took no comprehensive view of the 
history of the world as a whole. No more did any of the Greek 
or Roman historians. Hence Daniel was the first to teach the 
unity of all human history, and that every fresh phase of this 
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history was a further stage in the development of God’s purposes. 
One world empire succeeds another, each transcending its pre- 
decessors in wickedness, till at last wickedness reaches its 
final development and is impersonated in the God-opposing 
Antiochus, who blasphemously called himself ‘God manifest’, 
and made it his express aim to destroy the true religion, that is, 
the religion of Judaism. Never before had any of the world 
powers made this their aim. But Antiochus assumes the role 
of what was subsequently known as the Antichrist. Now in 
this inevitable strife the faithful bear their part, but at the best 
they can render but ‘a little help’ (1134), seeing that the real 
victory of the righteous is secured in advance by their patron 
angel. Our author has no consistent theology. 

The element of determinism manifests itself frequently. The 
most obvious instance is to be found in 4!4@%, where it is | 


declared that Nebuchadnezzar’s destiny is settled by the decree | / 


of the Watchers. In the attempt to determine at what exact 
date the end should come the element of determinism again 
comes to the front. It is not a question of the growth of 
character in man fitting him for the advent of the kingdom, but 
the problem is mechanically conceived, and the kingdom is to be 
realized on the lapse of a certain definite period of time, which 
comes at last to be declared to be three and a half years. There 
are other mechanical elements in the theology of Daniel, but it 
could not well be otherwise, since the prophetic era had passed 
and apocalyptic had begun its attempt to grapple with the world 
problems which confronted it—a struggle for which it was not 
sufficiently equipped. 

(e) Attention might be called to the following points: The 
frequent condemnation of idolatry in chapters 3 and 5, the rules 
as to clean and unclean food (1°~"), the giving of alms and good 
works (42427), the Bath- Kol, or voice from heaven (47°), the three 
hours of prayer (610%). 

Finally it is noteworthy that neither Daniel nor his three 
friends show any consciousness of sin. Only in the interpolated 
prayer (91°) and the clumsy verse 9”, which was added to 
connect 9*~!* with its new context, is there any confession of 
sin on Daniel’s part. Daniel is convinced of his possessing 
a conscience void of offence before God and man 674(4), 


h 2 


THE BOOK OF DANIEL 


cxvi 


§ 25. A Fragment of the pre-Theodotion Verston—Dan. 7°. 


In the course of my study of the versions I passed from one 
conclusion to another. At last I arrived at the conviction that 
in Justin Martyr (Deal. 31) we have a genuine fragment of the lost 
pre-Theodotion version, i.e. Dan. 79-8. In the earlier stages of 
my studies I had no consciousness of the direction in which 
I was moving, since the studies were often unconnected, and 
the problems dealt with in a piecemeal fashion. All I sought 
was to give to each isolated fact its full value. At last the above 
conclusion flashed suddenly upon me. Some of the grounds 
for this conclusion I will now give. 


1. First of all I accept by virtue of my own studies as valid 
the inference already drawn by Salmon, Gwynn, Swete, Burkitt, 
and Thackeray that there were two pre-Christian Greek versions 
of Daniel. For this conclusion sufficient evidence is given in 
the Introd., § 13 ¢. 


2. The above conclusion is confirmed by the fact that the 
same type of text, independent alike of the LXX and Th., is 
found in the Old Latin (see Burkitt, Old Latin, p. 22 seq.). 
Happily in Tertullian (4dv. Marc. iii. 7) we have a quotation 
from Dan. 7!*14 which I shall quote here over against the Greek 
in Justin. 


Justin (Dial. 31). 

718. Kai (dod pera tay vepehov TOD 
ovpavod, ws vids avOpamov epxopevos* 
kat NAOev Ews Tod madaiov TOY HuEepor, 
Kal jTapyy évartoy avrod Kal ol mape- 
74. Kat 
€000n avr@ e€ovoia kal tryst) BaoduKn, 


OTHKOTES TpOTHyayoy avTov. 


kat mdvta Ta €Om THs yHs KaTa yevn 
\ - ’ , Ps See 

kal maca Odfa utpevovoa’ Kal 7) 

> , a: -~ > , 13 oe > 

e€ovoia avrod eEovcia aiwvios iris ov 
‘ > ~ € co 

pn apOj, kal ) Bacwdeia adrov ov ju) 


pbapz. 


Tert. Adv.Marc.iii.7 (Oehlerii.1 30). 


Et ecce cum nubibus caeli, tan- 
quam filius hominis 'veniens, venit! 
usque ad veterem dierum, et aderat 
in conspectu ejus et qui adsistebant 
adduxerunt illum. et data est ei 
potestas regia, et omnes nationes 
terrae secundum genera et omnis 
gloria famulabunda et potestas ejus 
usque in aevum quae non auferetur, 
et regnum ejus quod non vitia- 
bitur. 


Here observe that Justin and Tertullian agree against LXX 
and Th. in ], 3, save that Justin inserts «ai before #A@ev: in 1. 4 


1 So Cypr. Test, ii. 10. 
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kal mapyy . ,. adrod: in |. 5 mpoonyayoy airév, Next observe that 
Justin and Tert. agree with LXX in 1. 5 of rapeomxéres against 
Th.: inl. 7 seq. advra ra 20mm tips yns xara yevn kai maca ddéa . . 
Aatpevovva: in 1. 10 iris cd wy dpOp: in 1. 11 POap7. Thirdly 
observe that Justin and Tert. agree in only two readings with 
Th. against LXX, i.e. 1. 1 perd: in 1. 3 €ws tod madaiov tray, In 
both these readings it reproduces the MT. 

Again where Justin and Tertullian agree with the LXX, Th. 
agrees with the MT. Thus Th, 7!* kai air eddy ) apy Kal 4 repr 
kat 9 Baoideia, Kal mdvtes of daoi, pudai, Kal yAdSooa Sovdedovow avTe is 
an exact translation of the MT. 

From this comparison it follows that Justin and Tertullian 
are here making use of a pre-Christian version of Daniel, which 
is closely allied to the LXX, but only in a very minute degree 
to Th. The most reasonable explanation of these facts is that 
the LXX is the older version. The second version, i. e. the 
pre-Theodotion, was made at a much later date—say provi- 
sionally 50 B.C. 


3. We conclude, therefore, that there were two Greek versions 
which were used by the Christian Church down to a. D. 150 and 
later—the EX X45 B. c.), and the pre-Theodotion (c. 50 B. c.): 
that Justin quoted from the second of these, and that Theodotion 
used this second in making his version, i.e. Th., Justin and 
Theodotion being contemporaries. The former was martyred 
in A.D. 163.1 The version of the latter is attributed to different 
dates between a. D. 140 and 184. 


4. The conclusion that (in Dza/. 31) Justin quotes twenty verses, 
not from the LXX but from a /ater version is confirmed by the 
fact that in reproducing Dan. 7/° he uses as in Th. the non- 
Semitic phrase ai dpdoes ris xepadjs (See p. 42: notes on 21% 8¢ 
Transl.) : also that in 7!3 he quotes the phrase tperat ray vepedar, 
as does the pre-Theod. and Th., where ny is a corruption of Sy, and 
not as emir. veheddv as the LX X. Itis to be observed that elsewhere 
Justin always quotes this phrase in the form endvw r, vepedav (Dial. 
14,120; Apol. i, 1, 51). Justin may have found emdyw instead 
of éri in his copy of the LXX, since the translator of the 
LXX uses éndvw as a synonym of emi = ‘upon’ (i.e. by) in 7°. 


1 Justin’s Dial, is assigned by Hort.to a.p, 142-8, and by Volkmar to 4.p. 155. 
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Again the LXX in 7}% kali s madauds nuepoy wapny® Kal of mapeotn- 
kéres trapynaav abtovt (rd. mapéornoay airév) represents an older text 
MMIAPA “MVOIP NYONP) AON p91 pynysy ‘and one like an ancient of 
days was there, and they that stood before him presented him € 
The translator of the LXX never uses s as a preposition but 
always és. Possibly non was first corrupted into nop. This 
would naturally lead to the change of j*2Y p*ny2-into N*NY PNY Ty 
in the revised text. 

5. From the above facts coupled with those that follow, 
I conclude that the pre-Theodotion version was based on the 
Semitic text of Daniel (c. 50 B.c.) but that it borrowed its 
renderings largely from the LX X where the Semitic text allowed 
of its doing so. 

6. In the Fragment of the pre-Theodotion Version, which now 
follows, most of the words and phrases, wherein this version 
differs from the LX X, agree with the MT. The obvious con- 
clusion is that the Semitic text of Daniel had undergone con- 
siderable revision and corruption between 145 B.c. and 50 B.c. 
or thereabouts. 

7. General conclusion. Justin never uses Th. but a pre- 
Theodotion text. When he quotes short phrases or clauses he 
apparently uses the LXX. Thus in Dial. 70, 76, 114 he quotes 
érunOy (Dan. 2°*) from the LX.X, where Th. has drecxio6y, Again 
in Dial. 110 he derives ¢&aA\a from the LXX where Th. has 
iépoyxa, But when he quotes an unbroken passage of twenty 
verses as in Dial. 31, he diverges from the LXX though he has 
always elsewhere followed it. The natural conclusion is that, 
though he did not possess Th., he had before him the pre- 
Theodotion version and in all probability the LXX. The latter 
probability is practically a certainty. 


In the text of Justin that follows, containing a fragment of 
the pre-Theodotion version, words and phrases common to it 
with the LXX are printed in thick type: those common to it with 
Th. are underlined. Synonyms or even loose though equivalent 
renderings are not underlined, save in a few passages where 
the words are doubly underlined. Where Justin’s text contains 
additions these are enclosed in round brackets. 
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JUSTIN. 


Mal. c. Tryphone 31 (Otto ed.). 


Dan. 7°. “EGewpouv gws drov! Opdvor eréOnoav, kai 6 madaos Hpepav 
Silat 
Sy 27, \ me 
exdOnro, *€xwv tmeptBodhy aoel xidva Deveyv, kal Td Tpixopa Tis 
—— 


=. > ~ \ ~ 
kepadijs avrov a@oel epiov Kxabapdv,? 6 Opdves adtod® dat PrvE mupéds, 
= 


* of tpoxol avrod mip préyor.' 
SS 


5 2 > f 7 
7'°. °Torapuds mupos cidxey extropeudpevos ék mpoodmov adrod*® yidia 
— 


xeuddes. © eXerrovpyouy ait@® Kat piprar pupidde ELOTHKELTAY aUT@ 
py Huptat pupiddes TrapeoTnketcay avTo, 


> 
7 BiBdot dvedxOnoav, Kai Kpurnprov exdOurer.” 


> ~ @ 
D1. "Edewpovy tote * thy huvhv® rav %peyddov Adyov® Sv 1d képas 1° 


-1112 NS 3 , , a ~ 
Nahe, Kal dmetuptravicOy \? ro Onpiov, Kat dm@Aero TO Gama adtod Kai ® 


€666n eis Kavow mupés. 


14 


72. Kai™ ta Nowra Onpia pereorabn ths apxfjs abtav “ Kai xpdvos © Cais 


tots Enpiots €666n**® €ws \* Katpod Kai xpdvou.”” 
eee 


18 


> co a ~ n~ 
7°. Oewpovy ev dpduate rhs vuwrds, Kai iov pera’® tev vepedav Tod 
ies 


20 217 ic] 


°19 kat AAOev €ws Tov madawv Tay 


> ~ « eX > , > , 
ovpayou @s vios avOparov €pXopevos 
ee 


npepar, (kal) mapiy” (evamor avtod) cai ” ot mapeatnKdtes ” mpooryayov 
avrov,”* 

1 LXX ore. 

2 So also LXX save that it rightly reads Aeveov after epioy and not after xiova 
as pre-Theod. and Th. wrongty do. Th. Kat to evévpa avtov woe xiwy AevKoy 
kat n Ope THs KEpadns woe Eprov KaPapor. 

Sae> XC 4 LXX Xztpoyoi avrov mup karopevov x . 

5 LXX cdxwv kar efenopeveTo Kata tpogwmroy avtov motapos mupos. Th. eAKev 
€pumpoobev avTov. 

® So Th. but LXX eOepanevoy avror. 

7 Justin inverts order of these two clauses in LXX and Th. 


8 Th. aro porns. ®° LXX and Th. Aoy. 7. peyadwv. 
10 + exevo Th. MN edarer KOcwpov nunv LXXx. 
12 So LXX but Th, ews avnpey. 413 Th. trs. bef. ro wpa. 


14 Justin agrees here with Th. or Pre-Theod. save that he adds avrwy with LXX. 
Th. trav Aotwv Onpiwv n apxn wéeTacTa9y, LXX rovs kvkAa avtov aneotnoe 775 
efovgias auTwy, 15 Th. pakpotns. 

16 4 avrows LXX, Th. but Justin gives 7. Onpos bef. €5087. 

17 LXX trs. the two nouns. Th. «aipov «. Katpov. 

18 [XX em. But Justin at beginning of Dial. 31 has eravw vepedrwy, 

19 LXX npxero. 20 Th. epOace wh, it reads after nuepav. >LXX, 
2 LXX ds radaros nuepwv wapyy. 22th 

23 L XX mapyoav avrar, Th. tpoonx9y avrar. 
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col , x , QA ” 
74, Kai €86n adr 'éfouota kat Tih Baordiky, Kat mévTa Ta €Ovy 
A a an Nay se , Ose 
THS yas Kata yévn kal aca 86fa Aatpedouca’ Kal’ 7 e£ovoia avrou 
9 > -3 ee” ye’ a4 
eEovola aidvos, iris ob * pr &pOy,” Kal 4 Bactdela avrov” ov * ph api. 
75, ® (Kal) éppiée ro mvedpd pov ev 7H é£eu ou, Kat al dpaces THs Keparns 
eT 
ee ’ 5 
prov eTdpaco dy pe. 
ees Cae 
ex col > A. ee 
716, Kai® mpoojOov 7 mpds eva rev éotdtwv,® Kal Hy axpiBerav €{yrovy 
. a 4 4 ‘ x 
map avrod bmép® mdvtav rovrav. *° AmroxpiBeis Se A€yer por Kal Thy 
kpiow © rav Adyar edyjdwo€ por. 
+ a lol 
71, Tatra ra Onpia ra peydda, cial”? réocapes Bacircia, “at drohodvTat 
amd tis yas’? 
} - 2 A 
78, Kai (ov) mapadyyovrac tiv Bacideiay™* ws (aidvos Kai gos) Tou 
aidvos Tév aiavey, 
79, © Tére WOedov efaxpiBdoacbar imep’ tov rerdprov Onpiov, * Tob 
~ “ . 
katapGeipovtos mdvta Kal SmeppdBou, Kat!® of dddvres adrod ordnpct Kai oi 


a co ’ > 7 > ~ 8 - ‘ 
dvuxes adTov yaNkot, © €oOiov Kai Aemtdvov Kal Ta emidotra™ adtod ** rots root 
19 


KaTeTrarel, 
7. Kal wept tev Séka kepdtwy adtod emt THs Kepahijs, Kal (cx) Tod 
évds TOO mpooduertos, Kal éf€meaov (ek rav mporépwr) 81d abtod tpia, Kat 
75 Képas éxcivo cixev dpOadpods kal ordua Aahodv peydda, kat H mpdcopes 
adtod bmepépepe Ta adda”? 
1 Th. 7 apxn wou n Tin Karn Bacirera Kat TayTes or AaoL, Pudat, Kat yAwooat 


dovAevovow avrar. In the LXX kai tin BactAuen is preceded by an asterisk and 
followed by a metobelus. Also after 5ofa LXX inserts avrax. 
2 Th. mapedevoera. 8 +n LXX. 4 Th. diapbaphoerat. 


5 So Th. save that it inserts eyw AavimaA after efer pov. LXX kar axndiacas 
eyw Aavina ev TovTots Ev Tat Opapate TNS VUKTOS. 


SS LX 7 Th. ev, 8 Th. eorncorwy. 
® Th. epi. 10 Th. «ae evmey wor Thy axpiBeray Kae THY OvVKpLOL. 
1 Th. eyvwpicer. 2 Th, reocapa B: peyada ra Teooepa A, 


18 Th, avaornoovrat em Tr. yns at apOnoovrat. 

M4 This verse is corrupt in Justin owing first to the loss of ayo vyiorou Kat 
Kabcfovor thy BagtAeay (for rt. BacrAecav Th. reads avrnv) LXX, Th. through 
hmt. and the subsequent insertion of ov before rapaAnWorrat in order to give some 
meaning to the text. 

16 Th, «ar e(nrovy arpiBus. 16 LXX, Th. wepi. 

16 LXX rou diapOerpovros mavra Kk, vireppoBov kK, cdov. 
Trav Onpiov poBeEpoy mepiacws, 

 LXX xarecdovres mayras Kuedobev Kar, iS > Xk 

19 LXX kau mepimarovytes. Th, ovverare. 

*0 So also LXX, save that after avrov 1° it adds rwy and Tov adAov after evos. 
Here Th. differs greatly : «. mept 7. kepatwy avrov 7, Seca 7. ev Ty Kepadnte avTou, 
K, T. €TEpOV T. avaBayTos kK. ExTIVAgaYTOS T. TPWTMY, wt OL OPOAAMOL Kat TOMA AAdOvY 
HEYAAG K. 7 Opacis avrov peCwy T, AouTwY. 


Th, ore nv Siapepoy mapa 
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21 1K \ 4 4 , SF ae , if x s) 
7°. ‘Kat karevdouvy ro képas éxeivo méhcpov ouvioTdevoy mpds Tods 
, > 

Gytous kal tpotroUpevoy adrovs.! 


c 


¢ o¢ a a 
7. “Eos 706 Hey 6 madatds? wpepdv, Kai Srhy xplow edwxe 
“~ , A a , , 
Tots Gylors TOD bYroTod,® Kai 6 Karpos evérty,' Kai °td Baciderov® Karéayor® 
— 
aytou (iyuorod). 
7°. "Kat éppédn por wept tod rerdprov Onpiov'? Bagwela terdptn 


‘ ~ , , 
gota * et THS YqS,° Aris *Srolcer mapa ® ' wacas ras Bacidcias *° (ravras), 
n 


Kal katapayetar macav thy yay’ cal * dvactatdae airy Kai Katadeavet 
AEE 
adthy.'? 


74. Kai ra Séxa xépara,'’® deka Baoideis avacricorra, xai © érepos 
patel haceoet 

),38 18 

2 


> s > > , Ne a ww ie ON ‘ , 16 
avacTnoeTat (per auTous KQ@L ouTOS Srotcer Kakols uTrep TOUS TPWTOUS, 
oo 


Kat Tpeis Bact\els TaTewacet. 


7°. Kat prhpata’” mpds** roy tyorov Aadjoet, Kal Erépous ** ayiovs Tob 
a eee 


vWiorov KatactpeWet,” Kal Tpoadégetar ” drAdodoat Katpods kai xpdvous,” Kal 


24 2 ig xetpas” adrod €ws Katpov Kal Karpov kal Furor? 


Trapadolncetat 
Kapov. 
778. Kai?" 4 Kpiats?” exdbure,”® ai rv “dpyny perarrnaovor Tov ddavioa”® 
ee 
30 


‘A ~ > , oa + 
Kat Tov ~” amrodewat Ews TéAOUS. 


1 Th. eOewpovy kat TO KEpas Exevo ETOLEL TOAEMOV META TWY ayLwY, K. LaXUTEY 
TMpos auTous. 

2 LXX rov eAdew 7. maraoy.Th, ov nddev o madaos. 
Th, ro «pipa ed5wxe aryrous vsorou, 

4 LXX ted00nt. Th, epOacer. 5 Th. tnv BactAccay, 

68 LXX, Th. add a. 

7 Th. kat ecmev To Onptov To TeTaprov, For retaprov Onpiov LXX reads @npiov 
TOV TETAPTOU, OTL. 


) 


8 Th. ev tm yn. ° Th. vmepeter. 

10 LXX macav rhv ynv. HERS IKK 

12 Th. ovynarnoe avrny roa kataKope. 

13 47ns Baoittecos LXX. +avtov Th. 14 LXX ornooyra. 


15 LXX o addos BaciAevs pera Tovtouvs otnaeta, Th. omow avtwy avactnoeTa. 
16 Th, os vmeporcer Kakows TayTas Tous Eeumpocbey. For ovros LXX reads autos. 


7 Th. Aoyous. 18 LXX es. 19 LXX, Th. rovs. 

20 >Th. 21 LXX xaratpe. Th. madrawoe. 

22 Th. vmovonger Tov. 2 LXX, Th. vopor. 

24 Th, d00ncera. % LXX mayra es ras xecpas. Th. ev xexpr. 
26 Th. ye nuwov. LXX ews nuoous. 27 Th, ro xpitnpioy. 


8 LXX xabioerat. 
29 LXX. efovotay amoAovar kat BovdevooyTat piavat, 


BO SL OK 
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a , 2 
727, Kai 19 Baoweia cai eEovoia? Kai *% peyadredrns (Tay Tomar) 
Oe SS 


jm a , cpr 5 
tov *6md tov odpavdv Baciterdy*® 3674 % ad Gylw wpiorov 
rh iancE icy 


lol ‘ a , < , 
® Baoidedoat Baorreiay aidvior.® Kai maca 7 éfouciar stotaynoovTat 


atte Kal meBapxyoouow att.’ “Eas * dS 7d réhos * rov Adyov. 


78. “Eyd Aaupd ° éxotdoer mepreryopny opddpa,® kai 7 Eis SiyveyKev 


€mot,'? cai To pjpa ev 7H Kapdia pov eTHpyoa.'! 


§ 26. Annalistic Tablet of Cyrus. 


(Selections from Hagen’s German translation—‘Keilschrifturkunden zur 
Geschichte des Konig’s Cyrus’ in Delitzsch and Haupt’s Bertrige zur Assyriologie, 
1894, 215-23, rendered into English.) 


The ‘Annalistic Tablet” describes, year by year, the events of 
Nabu-na’id’s reign. The top of the tablet is mutilated. 

The Babylonian forces in the second year were in the land of 
Hamath. In the third year the king mustered his forces and 
marched to the west. In the sixth year of Nabu-na’id (549 B. c.) 
‘ Karash (i.e. Cyrus), king of Anshan’ (a district in the south or 
south-west of Elam), is at war with Ishtuvegu (Astyages) ; but 
the troops of Ishtuvegu revolted, and surrendered their king 
into the hands of Cyprus, who thereupon attacked and made 
himself master of his capital, Agamtanu (Ecbatana). In the 
seventh year (548 B.c.) Nabu-na’id was in Tema, and did not 
visit Babylon, so that the great annual ceremonies of Bel and 
Nebo on New Year’s Day could not take place. In the mean- 
time ‘the king’s son,!* his nobles, and his soldiers were in the 
country of Akkad’ (North Babylonia). The ninth year still 


1 LXX rnv BaciAaay kau thy efovoray. 

? LXX rv peyadeotnta avray Ka Thy apxny nacov. Th. 7 heyadwourn Tov 
Baothewr. 

° Th. vmoxarw mavros Tov ovpavou. 4 LXX cdwxe, 

® Syr. Vers. but reads LXX vfroraxr. Th. ayious viiorov. 

6 Th, rae n Baoirea avrov BactAcia aiwvios. 

7 Th. at apxat avtax SovAevcovow Kat vmakovoovra. LXX trs. avrar 1° after 
efovotal, 

8 LXX xatacrpopys. Th. wd 70 mepas. 

* Th, o diadoyiopor pov em TOAV GuveTapagooy pe. 

10 So LXX, but it adds pou after «fis. Th, poppy pou nAdow6n. 

1 LXX feornpgéat. Corrupt for ernpyoa. Th. diernpyoa. 

2 The ‘king’s son’ is none other than Belshazzar, who acted as his father’s 
general, 
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finds Nabu-na’id in Tema’ and his son and the troops in 
Akkad. In this year the king’s mother died at Sippar on the 
banks of the Euphrates. In the month Nisan (March) Cyrus, 
‘king of Persia’, mustered his forces and crossed the Tigris 
below Arbela ; and in Iyyar (April) made conquest of a country, 
the name of which has not been preserved. 

Passing over the tenth and eleventh years in which similar 
statements respecting the king and ‘the king’s son’ are repeated, 
we now come to the reverse side of the tablet, of which the part 
recounting the events of the twelfth to the sixteenth year is lost. 
In the seventeenth year (538 B.c.) the conquest of Babylon is 
recorded : 


*(12) In the month Tammuz (June),? when Cyrus, in (the city of) Upé 
(Opis),* on the banks of (13) the Zalzallat, had delivered battle against the 
troops of Akkad, he subdued the inhabitants of Akkad. (14) Wherever 
they gathered themselves together, he smote them. On the 14th Sippar‘ 
was taken without fighting. (15) Nabu-na’id fled. On the 16th Gubaru, 
governor of the country of Guti,®° and the soldiers of Cyrus, without 
striking a blow (16) marched into Babylon. Owing to delaying Nabu-na’id 
was made a captive in Babylon. To the end of the month the shield- 
(bearers), (17) of the country of Guti guarded the gates of E-sagil.° No 
one’s spear approached E-sagil, or the sanctuaries, (18) nor was any 
standard brought therein. On the third day of Marcheshvan (October), 
Cyrus entered Babylon. (19) Dissensions(?) disappeared (?) before him. 
The city was secured against damage: peace to all Babylon (20) did Cyrus 
proclaim. Gubaru, his governor, appointed governors in Babylon. 
(21) From Kislev (November) to Adar (February, i.e. in 537 B.C.), the 
gods of Akkad, whom Nabu-na’id had brought down to Babylon, 
(22) returned to their own cities. On the 11th of Marcheshvan, during 
the night, Gubaru made an assault (?), and slew (23)the king’s son (?). 
From the 27th of Adar (February) to the third of Nisan (March) there 
was lamentation in Akkad: all the people smote their heads.’ 


The rest of the Annalistic Tablet is mutilated, only occasional 
words and phrases being decipherable. 


1 A suburb of Babylon, or a favourite residence of the king in the country. 

2 Scholars differ in identifying the months, Tammuz (see Comm., p. 112) 
appears to be an error of the engraver for Tishri. In the Encycl. Bibl. iii. 3194, 
Marti identifies Tammuz with July, Marcheshwan with November, Kislev with 
December, and Adar with March, as also does Driver in his Comm, p. xxix seq. 

3 On the Tigris 110 miles north of Babylon. 

4 Near the Euphrates, about 70 miles north-west of Babylon, 

5 A land and people in the north of Babylonia. 

6 The temple of Marduk in Babylon. 


CXXiV THE BOOK OF DANIEL § 26 


The Cyrus Cylinder. 
(OP. cit., pp. 209-213.) 

‘(7) The daily offerings he (Nabu-na’id) suspended . . . . he made in the 
cities.... The honour of Marduk the (8) King of the gods.... (9) On 
account of their (the Babylonians’) complaints, the lord of the gods 
(Marduk) was very wroth, and [forsook] their province ; the gods dwelling 
among them left their abodes (10) in anger, because he had brought them 
to Babylon. Marduk....... (1D) ee 2 took compassion. In all lands 
he made a survey and a quest throughout, (12) and sought a righteous 
prince, after his heart, to take him by his hand. Cyrus, king of Anshan, 
he called by name, proclaimed his name for universal sovereignty. 
(13) Kutu (Gutium), the whole of the Umman-manda, he subdued under 
his feet; the black-headed ones, whom he (Marduk) had given into his 
hands to conquer, (14) he cared for with judgement and right. Marduk, 
the great lord, saw with joy the protection (?) extended to his peoples, his 
(Cyrus’) beneficent deeds, and his righteous heart ; (15) to his city Babylon 
he commanded him to march, and made him take the way to Babylon ; 
like a friend and a comrade going at his side...... (17) Without fighting 
or battle, he secured his entrance into Babylon. His city Babylon he 
spared distress. Nabu-na’id, the king, who did not fear him, he delivered 
into his hand. (18) All the inhabitants of Babylon, the whole of Sumer 
and Akkad, nobles and governors, bowed themselves before him, and 
kissed his feet: they rejoiced that he had become king..... (20) I am 
Cyrus, king of the universe, the great king, the mighty king, king of 
Babylon, king of Sumer and Akkad, king of the four quarters of the 
heavientmcrercact (apoeaas whose rule Bel and Nebo love, whose dominion 
they desired for the gladness of their heart........ (24) My far-flung 
armies marched peaceably into Babylon; the whole of [Sumer and] 
Akkad I delivered from trouble (?): (25) the needs of Babylon and all its 
cities I rightly took upon myself.... (26) Their sighing I stilled, freed 
(them) from their troubles. On account of my..... deeds, Marduk, the 
great lord, rejoiced, and blessed me Cyrus the king who honoured him, 
and Cambyses, son of my body.... (38) And the gods of Sumer and 
Akkad whom Nabu-na’id, to the displeasure of the lord of the gods, had 
brought to Babylon, by the command of Marduk, the great lord, (34) I 
caused to take up their abode safely in their shrines in gladness of heart. 
(35) May all the deities whom I have restored to their cities pray daily 
before Bel and Nebo for length of years for me,..... and to Marduk, 
my lord, speak: &c.’ 
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§ 27. Bibliography. 


During the first eighteen centuries of the Christian era the 
authenticity and integrity of the Book of Daniel were assumed 
as a matter of course, except in the twelfth of Porphyry’s fifteen 
books against the Christians (Kara Xpioravév), Porphyry was 
a neo-Platonic philosopher, and lived about the years a.p. 233- 
304. This book was intended to prove that the Book ot 
Daniel was written by a Palestinian Jew in the time of Antiochus 
Epiphanes. He pointed out that the prophecies of Daniel are 
a correct record of events till the time of Antiochus Epiphanes, 
but from that time onwards they were simply guesses. This 
theory of Porphyry was in the opinion of his contemporaries 
and of subsequent generations so successfully refuted by the 
counter-treatises of Jerome, Juz Daniel prophetam, ed. Vallarsi, 
1768, Methodius, Eusebius of Caesarea, and Apollinaris, that 
it was not fully revived till the nineteenth century. In the 
eighteenth century Sir Isaac Newton in a work on Daniel 
and Revelation expressly states that to reject Daniel’s pro- 
phecies ‘is to reject the Christian religion’ (ed. Whitla, 1922, 
p. 155). It is true, however, that Collins (The Scheme of Literal 
Prophecy considered, 1726) argued for the Maccabean date of the 
book, but apparently for the time without result. 

The first serious work to do justice to the historical problems 
of the book was that of Bertholdt (Dawiel neu tibersetzt und 
erklart, 1806). His hypothesis, however, of several distinct 
authors drew upon him the adverse criticism of Gesenius, Bleek, 
and De Wette, who, however, accepted the Maccabean date. 

Since the time of the above-mentioned works practically all 
the foremost scholars have maintained the unity of the work, 
and at the same time its Maccabean date. The upholders, of 
course, of ecclesiastical tradition laboured hard to maintain the 
asserted early date of the work. The chief writers of this class 
during the nineteenth century were Hengstenberg, Havernick, 
Auberlen, and in our own country Pusey. These and subsequent 
scholars, not only of this school but of that of their opponents, 
laboured under a complete misapprehension of the nature of 
Apocalyptic. This appears in all their works, as the following 
passage from Pusey typical of the orthodox school amply proves : 
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‘The Book of Daniel. ..is either divine or an imposture. To write 
any book under the name of another, and to give it out to be his, 
is, in any case, a forgery, dishonest in itself, and destructive of 
all trustworthiness. But the case as to the Book of Daniel, if 
it were not his, would go far even beyond this. The writer, 
were he not Daniel, must have lied on a most frightful scale, 
ascribing to God prophecies which were never uttered... In 
a word, the whole book would be one lie in the name of God.’ 
Lectures on Daniel, p. 1. 

But the ultra-conservative standpoint of Pusey was not main- 
tained by all the so-called defenders of Daniel, and a whole series 
of writers adopted an intermediate course, and sought to reconcile 
the statements of the text with the results of historical criticism. 
The latest representative of this school has been C. H. H. Wright. 


The chief Commentaries for the last seventy years including Bonwetsch’s 
Edition of the early Commentary of Hippolytus, i.e. Wzppolyts Comm. 
zum Buche Daniel, 1897, and that of Jerome already mentioned, are as 
follows: F. Hitzig (in the Kef. Handb.), 1850; H. Ewald in Die Proph. 
ad. Alten Bundes (1868), iii. 298 ff. (Eng. transl., v. 152 ff.) ; E. B. Pusey, 
Lectures on Daniel®, 1880; Keil, 1869; O. Zockler, 1870; Fuller in the 
Speaker's Commentary, 1876; Meinhold, 1889; A. A. Bevan, Book of 
Daniel, 1892; Behrmann, 1894; Farrar (Exfositor’s Bible), 1895; 
Thompson, ‘ Daniel’ in the Pz/pit Commentary, 1897: Prince, Book 
of Daniel, Leipzig, 1899; Driver (Cambridge Bible), 1900; Marti, ‘Das 
Buch Daniel’ in Kurzer Hand-Commentar, 1901; Jahn, Das Buch Dantel 
nach der Septuaginta hergestellt, 1904; C. H, H. Wright, Daniel and 
its Critics and Daniel and his Prophecies, 1906, 2 vols; Charles, in 
the Century Bible, 1912; Boutflower, /x and Around the Book of Daniel, 
1923; Montgomery, Book of Daniel, 1927. 


Special Studies: Bevan, E., House of Seleucus, 2 vols, 1902; Bludau, 
Die Alexandrinische Uebersetzung des Buches Daniel, 1897: Graetz, 
‘Beitrage zur Sach- und Wortererklarung d. Buches Daniel’, 17G W/. 
vol. 20 (1871), 339-52, 385-406, 433-449; Holscher, ‘Entstehung d. 
Buches Dan.’ Zheol. Stud. Krit., 1919, 113: Mahaffy, Empire of the 
Ptolemies, 1896; Preiswerk, Der Sprachenwechsel im Buche Daniel, 
1902; Riessler, Das Buch Daniel, 1899; Swete, Jntrod. to O.T. in Greek, 
1900; Torrey, C. C., ‘ Notes on the Aramaic Part of Daniel’ in the 7vams- 
actions of the Conn. Academy of Arts, 15 (1909); Journal of Amer. 
Oriental Soc., 43 (1923), 229; Von Gall, Die Einhettlichkeit des Buches 
Daniel, 1895 ; Wilson, ‘Aramaic of Daniel’ in 2762. and Theol. Studies 
‘Scribner) (1912), 261-305. 


THE BOOK OF DANIEL CXXVii 


Grammars, Inscriptions, Texts, and Versions : 


Bauer und Leander, Gramm. d. Biblisch-Aramiitschen, 2 vols., 1927. 

Baumgartner, ‘Das Ardmaische im Buche Daniel’, ZfAW, Band 4, 
1927, pp. 81-133. 

Corpus Inscriptionum Semiticarum, 1881 sqq. 

Cooke, North-Semitic Inscriptions, 1903. 

Cowley, Avamaic Papyri of the Fifth Century B.C., 1923--a book indis- 
pensable to serious students of Daniel. 

Dalman, Gramm. d. Jiid.-Palaestinischen Araméisch, 1894: 2nd. ed. 1905. 

Duval, Grammaire Syriague, 1881. 

Driver, Hebrew Tenses*, 1892. 

Field, Origenis hexaplorum quae supersunt, 1875. 

Gesenius, Hebrew Grammar: Enlarged by Kautzsch*, 1909: Eng. 
Translation by Cowley’, 1910. 

Ginsburg, Kethubim, 1926, 631-682 (Text of Daniel). 

Kamphausen ‘ Text of Daniel’ in Haupt’s Sacred Books of the O.T., 1896. 

Kautzsch, Gramm. d. Biblisch-Aramiaischen, 1884. 

Lidzbarski, Handbuch der nordsemitischen Epigraphih, 1898. 

Ephemeris fiir semitische Epigraphik, 3 vols. 1902-15. 

Lohr, Daniel in Kittel’s Bible: Pars II. 1160-84. 

Marti, Gramm. d. Biblisch-Aramdaischen Sprache’, 1925. 

Noldeke, Compendious Syriac Grammar, London, 1904. 

Sachau, Avamdische Papyrus und Ostraka, 2 vols., 1911. 

Stevenson, Grammar of Palestinian Jewish Aramaic, 1824. 

Strack, Gramm. des Biblisch-Aramaischen®, 1921. 

Swete, O. 7. zz Gk. 3 vols. 1887-1894: 2nd ed. 1895 sqq. 

Thackeray, Gramm. of the O.T. in Greek, vol. i., 1909. 


Besides the above works the reader will find valuable material in 
the O.T. introductions of Driver, Cornill, Konig, &c. A very full 
bibliography is to be found in C. C. H. Wright, Daniel and its critics, 
pp. xviii-xxxvii, and Montgomery, Book of Daniel, pp. xv—xxvi. 


§ 28. Abbreviations and Brackets. 


(a) Abbreviations. 
Aq.: version of Aquila. 
Baumgartner: Das Avamiaische im Buche Daniel. See above. 
Bevan (i.e. A. A.): Comm. on Bk. of Daniel, 1892. 
Bevan, E.: House of Seleucus, 2 vols., 1902. 
CIS: Corpus inscriptionum Semiticarum, 1881 seqq. 
Clem. Alex.: Clement of Alexandria. 
Cooke (G. A.): North Semitic Inscriptions, 1903. 
Cowley (A.): Aramaic Papyri of the Fifth Century B.C., 1923. 
Dalman: Gramm. d. Jud.-Palaestinischen Aramdisch. See above. 


CXXVill INTRODUCTION 


Dan. or even D. where the context is clear for Daniel. 

DCB: Dictionary of Christian Biography. 

Driver: Comm., see p. Cxvil. 

E.: for Ezra where the context is clear. 

Ges.-Kautzsch: Hebrew Grammar. See Gesenius, p. Cxviil. 

Ginsburg: Hebrew Bible, i.e. Kethubim. See p. cxviil. 

JAOS: Journal of the American Oriental Society. 

JBL: Journal of Biblical Literature. 

KAT: Keilinschriften u. das A.T.*, Zimmern and Winckler, 1905 (earlier 
editions by Schrader). 

KB.: Keilinschriftliche Bibliothek, Schrader, 1889-1900. 

Kautzsch: Gramm. d. Biblisch-Aramdaischen, 1884. 

Lohr: Critical Notes in Kittel’s Biblia Hebraica, pp. 1160-1184. 

LXX; Septuagint Version. 

Lidz. or Lidzbarski: Handbuch d. nordsem. Epig. See p. cxvili. 

5 Eph, o See p. cxviii. 

MT: Massoretic. 

MGW]: Monatschrift fiir Gesch. u. Wissenschaft d. Judenth. 

NHWEB, Levy, Neuhebraisches u. Chaldaisches Worterbuch, 1876-1889. 

Pesh.: Peshitto Version. 

SBOT: Haupt’s Sacred Books of the O.T. 

Schiirer: Gesch. d. Jiidischen Volkes, vol. 1844, 1901, vols. 2-38, 1898. 

Sym.: Version of Symmachus. 

Tert.: Tertullian. 

Th.: Version of Theodotion. 

Vulg.: Vulgate Version. 

ZA: Zettschrift f. Assyriologie. 

ZATW: Zeitschrift f. d. ATliche Wissenschaft. 

Zimmern: see under KA 7. 

ZNTW: Zeitschrift f. d. NTliche Wissenschaft. 

ZWT: Zeitschrift f. wissenschaftliche Theologie. 


(6) Brackets. 


Words or phrases enclosed thus + ‘+ are corrupt. 

Words or phrases enclosed in brackets (___) are supplied by the editor 
and do not belong to the original. 

Words or phrases enclosed in brackets ' 7 are restored from the LXX 
or Th., Pesh., individually or from a combination of them. 

Words or phrases enclosed in brackets ( __) are restorations of lost 
original clauses. 

Words printed in thick type are emendations. 


COMMENTARY 
SECTION I 


i.e. Chapter 1'~®, in the third year of Jehoiakim. 


§ 1. The Object of this chapter. 


To enforce loyalty to the Law: to set forth the principles of 
a right education, i.e. obedience to the prescripts of the Law. 
The young so educated will prove to be best alike in body 
(ver. 15), and in mind (ver. 17), and also best fitted to face the 
evils of their time. And, even when they are called to face 
death by torture in obedience to their faith, as in 3, they will be 
able to do so with a calm and resolute spirit and fearlessly 
withal. And yet the emphasis is laid expressly on that element 
in Judaism which is the least valuable and least essential in 
true religion—the law of clean and unclean meats. But to the 
Jews in the days of Antiochus the eating of meats from the 
kings table appeared as sinful as idolatry itself. See note on 
ys-10. 

This chapter (r'~1°) deals with the discipline of the religious 
life and its fruitfulness—spiritual and other—for those who 
adopt it in their private relations. 


§ 2. Unhistorical statements in 12, See note 1 loc. 


§ 3. The Hebrew of 1-2* and of 8-12 from different translators. 
It will be seen later that the translator of 11 did not translate 
8-10, I2. 

Characteristic differences between the Hebrew of 1-2** and 8-12. 


(a) In 121820, we find vav apodosis, whereas in 8-12 (con- 
taining 133 verses) this rare classical Hebrew idiom does not 
occur once. The three verbs are ON’3)) 12, DN) 718, DN¥ID 120 
In the first and third passages the vav apodosis with the imperf. 
follows after a casus pendens, in the second passage after a time 
determination. This fact in itself points to a different translator. 
Again in 8-12, i.e. as 10°, we have the vav apodosis with the 
personal pronoun followed by the perf. Now this vav apodosis 
simply introduces the predicate after a casus pendens or time 
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determination. There were two excellent opportunities for the 
translator of 1-24* to use this simple vav apodosis in 1!" as 
the translator of 8-10, 12 did in ro#®, but he did not avail him- 
self of it. Thus the translators diverge alike in the idioms they 
use and those they do not use. 


(6) The translator of 1-2‘ uses twice the oratio obliqua instead 
of the oratio directa—a sign of late Hebrew: i.e. in 13 *** 7108") 
wand, and in 2? sapo+ ++ sox. Now in 8-12 40N is never 
followed by 5 with the infinitive. The oratio obliqua is not used 
in 8-12 but the oratio directa: cf. 81% 1417.19, yoll 12, 19,20, 798, 9, 
It is noteworthy that this use of the former is a real Aramaism, 
occurring as it does in 21% 48, 31% 19,20, 423, 52, 674, though the 
oratio directa is used just as frequently. The fact, however, 
that this late Hebrew and Aramaic idiom never occurs in 8-12, 
differentiates 1-249 very markedly from 8-12. 

(c) In r* pnw pwd) rad = ‘the literature and language of the 
Chaldeans’. This is bad Hebrew, being only found twice 
elsewhere in the O.T. See note 7 Joc. 

(d) In 1°19 s995 spy = ‘to serve’. It never bears this mean- 
ing in 8-12, where in 8*7, r1'° it = ‘to withstand’. This of 
course may be accidental and apart from (a) and (6) would have 
no weight. 

(e) In 1? the translator uses ‘}3N—not found in 8-12. 

(/) In 1 the translator uses DY NYY as in 2 Chron. 22, whereas 
the translator in 117 uses 3 Twy (cf. Jer. 18°5) to express mainly 
the same idea. The two constructions are only found once 
elsewhere in the O.T. 

(g) Strange fondness of this translator for singular forms 
which have apparently plural suffixes: Cf. pmaynwo 116 and 
analogous forms in 158115, None such in 8-12, 

§ 4. Late Hebrew. 

Use of ows as denoting a caste 1‘, 2* and not in its earlier 
ethnic meaning. See note on 1‘. oy mwy 118, only here and in 
2 Chron, 2", 

§ 5. Dislocations of the text. 


These have, especially in the case of 12-21, introduced 
obscurity and unintelligibility into the text. On pp. 52-54, I have 
adduced the grounds for the restoration of 12°?! to their original 
context after 24°*, By this restoration sanity is restored to the 
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text. In 1° I follow Marti in restoring 15» before 1°*, This 
makes the construction normal. 
§ 6. Date of the Hebrew Version. 

Since the dislocation of 12021, after 2498 was already a fait 
accompli, when the Hebrew translator undertook his task, and 
since this same disorder of the text persisted when the Greek 
translator set to work about 145 B.c., we have in this date the 
terminus ad quem. It is most probable, however, that the 
Hebrew version of 1-23, 8-12, was completed soon after the 
publication of the original work in Aramaic. 

§ 7. Aramaisms. 

1°, 4—an early loan-word in Hebrew = 4w which our trans- 
lator uses in 179 10,11,18, See Cowley, p. 309. 

11°, 731. Late Hebrew but old Aramaic °32. See Cowley, 
27°, Ah. 37. 

110, m9 WS = ‘lest’: a wholly un-Hebraic, literal translation 
of an Aramaic idiom. 

37. Good fifth-century Aramaic, but not elsewhere in O.T. 
(MT). by = Hebrew 11: a loan-word from the Aramaic Ce}, 

118, AXWH—an Aramaic vocalization. 

§ 8. Lost words and phrases. 

12, (nypoy DN DAM ADdon yat)—lost through hmt. Seenote7x loc. 

1°. The exiles of. Restored by help of Th. (and LXX) and 
2%, See note 7 loc. 

1*, And literature. Restored by help of LXX and 1" of our 
text. See note zx Joc. 
§ 9. Interpolations. 

12, MT, Th., Pesh., Vulg., insert ‘to the house of his god’ 
against Syr} aad the ener sense of the context. 

17. After ‘unto Daniel’ MT interpolates nw» against the 
LXX and Th. 

§ 10. Corruptions. 

119°, p‘»pr corrupt for ops. See note 77 Joc. 

1. With LXX for “7 Sy oD Dn Ww 7319 WN read DYDMON Ww 
ms SY 1310 TWN, 

Ce a Hebrew rendering of Aramaic phrase. 
i.e. jab s.. oy’ 18 8 of D ba DY as in 6), 
11, In the third year of the reign of Jehorakim, §c. This book 


is divided into ten sections, and each section is carefully dated, 
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eight out of the ten containing the date in the first verse of 
the section. See Introd. § 4. According to 2 Kings 23°° 
Jehoiakim reigned eleven years, i.e. 608-597 B.c. Now our 
text states that in the third year of his reign Nebuchadnezzar 
besieged Jerusalem and transported some of the vessels of the 
house of God to Babylon. The text also implies that Nebu- 
chadnezzar carried away Jehoiakim to Babylon. 

The above statements are inaccurate. 2 Kings knows of no 
siege of Jerusalem by the king of Babylon. It tells only of 
raiding bands of Chaldeans, Syrians, Moabites, and Ammonites 
that invaded Judah (242). The statement that Jerusalem was 
captured and Jehoiakim carried off to Babylon by Nebuchad- 
nezzar appears first in 2 Chron. 36°. But 2 Kings 24° states 
that Jehoiakim died in peace in Jerusalem, and ‘the LXX of 
2 Chron. 36° asserts that he was buried in the garden of Uzza. 
It is reasonable to conclude that this statement is trustworthy, 
seeing that it runs directly counter to the prophecy of Jeremiah 
who foretold for him a shameful end, i.e. that his body would 
be cast outside the gates of Jerusalem, exposed to the sun by 
day and the frost by night and, when at last buried, would be 
‘buried with the burial of an ass’ (Jer. 221°, 36°°). It is of course 
possible that, though the writer of Daniel does record the 
carrying into captivity of the Jewish princes and nobility (wholly 
or in part), it does not necessarily follow that Jehoiakim was 
amongst them. But the natural and unforced interpretation of 
the text is against this. 

Again from Jer. 251 we learn that Nebuchadnezzar did not 
become king till the fourth year of the reign of Jehoiakim. He 
cannot, therefore, have been king when, according to the text, 
he took Jehoiakim captive in the third year of the latter. If he 
did so, he can have only been Crown prince at the time, as in 
fact he was, when he invaded Egypt in 605 B.c. and defeated 
the Egyptian forces at Carchemish (604 B.c., in which year 
Nabopolassar his father died). But the text of Jeremiah 
knows of no such invasion of Judah in the third year of 
Jehoiakim, and even in his fifth year this invasion is stil] in the 
indefinite future (36° 2°), Furthermore in Berosus’s account of 
Nebuchadnezzar’s campaign (¢. 605 B.c., see Josephus, Ant. 
x. II. 1) there is no mention of any siege of Jerusalem, though 
there is of some Jewish captives. 
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Berosus states that hardly had Nebuchadnezzar completed 
his victorious campaign against Egypt when he learnt of his 
father’s death. Accordingly having settled the affairs of 
Egypt and the rest of the country (i.e. Coele-Syria and 
Phoenicia) he put certain of his friends in command of the 
heaviest part of his forces and bade them escort to Babylon 
the Jewish, Phoenician, and Syrian prisoners and those of the 
nations of Egypt, and having done so hurried back to Babylon 
with only a few attendants. 

The statement that Nebuchadnezzar besieged Jerusalem in 
the third year of Jehoiakim seems, therefore, to be due to 
a wrong combination of 2 Kings 241%, and 2 Chron. 36®7. The 
former passage tells how Jehoiakim became subject to Nebuchad- 
nezzar for three years and then rebelled—probably at the 
instigation of Apries-Hophra, the new king of Egypt—and how 
his rebellion brought upon him successive attacks of tChaldeanst* 
Ammonites, Moabites, and Syrians, neighbouring nations that 
still maintained their allegiance to Babylon. The historian 
records (2 Kings 24°) that Jehoiakim still made good his inde- 
pendence, and that on his death Jehoiachin his son reigned in 
his stead, and that in his reign Nebuchadnezzar came up in 
person against Jerusalem and carried away captive to Babylon 
Jehoiachin and all his people (2 Kings 241°"), On the other 
hand, 2 Chron. 36®% 7 testifies to the currency of a tradition of an 
attack upon Jerusalem in the reign of Jehoiakim. 

Nebuchadnezzar. This name is spelt differently in different 
documents. Here alone in Daniel, if the text is correct, it 
preserves the silent &, and is written A¥N272)2)9, Elsewhere 
throughout the book, as in Ezra, Nehemiah, and Esther, this 
silent & is not used, but otherwise this late and incorrect form 
with or without the 1 appears. The older and more accurate 
form is Nebuchadrezzar (4¥879333 = Nabu-kudurri-usur, ‘Nebo 
protect the boundary’), as in Ezekiel and generally in Jeremiah. 
But the later and incorrect form has already secured an entrance 
into 2 Kings 24-25", a few passages in Jeremiah, and of course 
into Chronicles, Ezra, and Esther. See the Oxford Hebrew 
Lexicon. The same variation appears in the Greek—the older 

We should here read ‘Edomites’, DN is here obviously a corruption of 


DIN as Graetz, Klotz, Benzinger, Burney have already recognized, Hence 
for ‘Chaldeans’ read ‘ Edomites’. 
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form NaSovkoSpécopos in Strabo, and NaBovxodovdcop in the LXX. 
Is the corruption due to Aramaic influence ? 

King of Babylon. Since Nabopolassar, the father of Nebu- 
chadnezzar, did not die till the fourth year of Jehoiakim (Jer. 25", 
46?) the title is here proleptic. 

12, This verse is corrupt. It has not been transmitted to us 
as it left the author’s (or the translator’s) hands. It is clumsy 
and inconsistent. It is true that it so stood in the second cen- 
tury A.D. as the MT gives it, for Th’s. version supports it, 
but it read differently in the first century B.c., if we can trust 
Syrh, i.e. the LXX. 

The difficulties of discovering a reasonable sense in the MT 
are insuperable. First of all the text is wrong in stating that 
God gave Jehoiakim into the hands of Nebuchadnezzar, but 
only a part of the vessels of the Temple. If we assume with 
the writer the conquest of Jerusalem, God gave both Jehoiakim 
and his people and the entire Temple into the hands of the king 
of Babylon. But, though everything fell into his hands, Nebu- 
chadnezzar took possession only of a part of the sacred vessels, 
and carried these and the best of the people—the seed royal 
and the nobles: see ver. 3 sq.—to Babylon. This is unquestion- 
ably the thought of the writer. Is it possible to find the disjecta 
membra of the true text in the transmitted text? The present 
writer is assured that it is. As for the MT it is in some 
respects defective: in others pleonastic. Before I state what 
I believe to be the true solution of this problem and thus 
recover the original form of the text, I will give the solutions 
offered by Marti, Behrmann, and myselfin my small commentary. 

(1) If the words ‘to the house of his god’ are interpolated, 
as Marti assumes, the text is defective; for though it states that the 
king carried a part of the vessels of the Temple into the land 
of Shinar, as the suffix of the verb informs us, it makes no 
reference to the captives. And yet if the suffix in DN‘a) were 
restricted to the vessels of the Temple, then we cannot explain 
why the vessels should be definitely and emphatically mentioned 
at the beginning of the next clause—ovd2n nw ‘the vessels’, 
where any reasonable writer would simply put ons ‘them’. 
In this case the text would be pleonastic. Thus the last clause 
‘and the vessels he brought into the treasure house of his god’, 
presupposes a reference to the captives in what has gone before, 
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and prescribes a special destination for the vessels in contra- 
distinction to that of the captives. Moreover, in ver. 3 sq.some 
of the captives are specially mentioned as ‘of the seed royal 
and of the nobles’. It is true that Marti maintains that the 
suffix in DY’) (‘and he carried them’) includes both the captives 
and the sacred vessels, but, since no captives have as yet been 
mentioned, save Jehoiakim, this interpretation is inadmissible. 

(2) Behrmann, recognizing the difficulty of the text, omits the 
final clause of this verse, ‘and he brought the vessels into the 
treasure house of his god,’ and relates the suffix to the sacred 
vessels, the destination of which are ‘the house of his god’. He 
further adds that ver. 3 naturally presupposes that the captives 
also are carried away. But we may ask where are these captives 
referred to in ver.2? If they are there referred to, then their 
only destination is the temple of Nebuchadnezzar. But what 
have they to do with this temple? Behrmann fails to justify 
alike his retention of the phrase ‘to the house of his god’ and 
his rejection of the final clause of the verse. The text of ver.2 
according to Behrmann runs thus: ‘And the Lord gave J. king 
of Judah into his hand and part of the vessels of the house of 
God, and he brought them into the land of Shinar into the house 
of his god’. 

(3) For the third solution of the problem, which I gave in my 
little commentary, I was indebted to Syr}, i.e. the LXX. This 
version omits the four words after Shinar in the Hebrew text. 
The translation then runs: ‘And the Lord gave J. king of 
Judah into his hand and part of the vessels of the house of 
God; and he carried them into the land of Shinar, (and) he 
brought them into the treasure house of his god’. This gives a 
perfectly clear text, but it concerns itself only with taking 
Jehoiakim captive and transferring part of the sacred vessels to 
Babylon. Also it takes no account of the captives, whom the last 
clauses of ver. 2 and ver. 3 presuppose. Hence it, like the two 
former solutions must be rejected. 

(4) Before I put forward the solution at which f have arrived, 
I should state clearly what the actual text presupposes, It 
presupposes, as we have already seen, that ver. 2 mentioned 
definitely the transportation of a body of captives to Babylon. 
But this is not all. The text, as it stands at present, wrongly 
states that God gave Jehoiakim into the hands of Nebuchad- 
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nezzar, and a part and only a part of the vessels of the Temple. 
But this is not so. God gave the king and all these vessels into 
the hands of Nebuchadnezzar, who, however, transported only 
part of them, and together with them some of the most important 
classes of the Jewish population to Babylon. This is clearly 
what the writer meant and what his text should record, if we 
had it in its original form. 

In the next place, if we take ‘the house of his god’ as 
standing in apposition to ‘the land of Shinar’ and as defining 
more specifically the destination of the things signified by the 
suffix, then we cannot escape the conclusion that the things in 
question are the sacred vessels of the Temple ; for the statement 
of old expositors that the Babylonians brought their prisoners 
to present them before their gods in token of their triumph has 
no evidence to support it. Hence his phrase ‘the house of his 
god’ is to be rejected as the early gloss of a scribe, who inter- 
preted the suffix as referring to the vessels of the Temple only, 
an interpretation given also by most Christian scholars of the 
past and by not a few of the present day. 

What remains now is to supply the missing words referring 
to the captives and to account for their early loss. The original 
text appears on very strong grounds to have been as follows: 
(npn) pan pA nadir yor) nypoi a aby DPA MN YD IN NY 

mds ayy na xyan ovdon nyy aya pas oa onbdsn na sy 

Hence we should translate: ‘And the Lord gave J. king 
of Judah into his hand. And part of (the seed royal and of the 
nobles and part of) the vessels of the house of God he carried 
into the land of Shinar; but the vessels he brought into the 
treasure house of his god’. 

The words in brackets were early omitted by a scribe 
through homoioteleuton. They are indispensable to ver. 2 and 
explain ver. 3. Inthe next place the words ‘and part of (the 
seed royal and of the nobles and part of) the vessels of the 
house of God’ forms a casus pendens and the predicate is intro- 
duced by the vav apodosis followed by the imperf. i.e. ON'", 
This is good classical Hebrew. See Ges., Heb. Gram., § 111 h, 
143d. The same idiom reappears in vv. 18, 20 of the present 
chapter. In the Aramaic of Daniel it occurs (?) once, i. e. in 
7°. But this is unlikely. It is true, indeed, that in very late 
Aramaic, when used to translate Hebrew, this vav apodosis of 
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the Hebrew is without exception reproduced. Thus the 
in 35m) in Gen. 22% is reproduced in the Targums of Onk. and 
Ps.-Jon. and the Syriac, but omitted by the LXX and Vulg. 
The same is true of Num. 141, save that the Vulg. presupposes 
a different text or is corrupt. In Num. 143°-37 the Targums, 
Syriac, and LXX reproduce this vav, only the Vulg. omitting 
it. Again, in Exod. 38% the Targums follow the Hebrew 
literally, while the LXX, Syriac, and Vulg. omit the vav. In 
I Sam. 14!9, 174, 2 Sam. 2116, 1 Kings 979-21, 2 Kings 2522 Targ., 
LXX reproduce the vav, the Vulgate always omits, while the 
Syriac omits or follows a different text, save in the third 
passage, where it reproduces the vav. In Jer. 61%, 288, 3374 
44” this vav is reproduced by Targ. in the four passages, by 
the LXX in the three latter (in 332 NAQ), in the Vulg. and 
Pesh, only in the first. Thus the Targums reproduce the vav 
in all the above passages, the Pesh. in over 30 per cent., the 
LXX in over 60 per cent., and the Vulg. in less than 10 per cent. 

Now we know that the vav apodosis occurs in original Syriac, 
and, further, from the above facts we conclude that the late 
Aramaic of the Targums had no objection to reproducing this 
vav apodosis. But in original Aramaic before 165 B.c. outside 
Daniel there is not a single certain instance of this idiom.* 
In the six chapters of the original Aramaic in Daniel it is 
found (?) once, i.e. in 77°. These facts taken together lead to the 
conclusion that the Aramaic of Daniel is not as old as that of 
Ezra; and also to the further highly probable conclusion that 
the three instances of this idiom in the Hebrew of Dan. 17:18:29, 
where the vav with the imperf. introduces the predicate, are 
due to the Hebrew translator and not to the Aramaic which he 
was translating. In the remaining five Hebrew chapters (8-12) 
this vav (vav apodosis with imperfect) does not occur once—a fact 
which points to different translators at work. 

The Lord, i.e. 78. This designation of God is used here 
only in Daniel. See note on 9*. On the solitary occurrence of 


* Cowley, Ah. 160 (fifth cent.) by his restoration of a hopeless line presupposes 
its occurrence. The same restoration presupposes 1D} to be an Aramaic verb. 
But there is no evidence for its being so. That the vav consecutive is found in 
the eighth cent. B.c. Zakar Inscription proves nothing, since this inscription 
is a conglomerate of Aramaic, Canaanitish and Hebrew expressions: Cf. Eph. 
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Yahweh in 9? see note. ‘Part of’—N¥?P is so punctuated 
without daghesh forte in Neh. 7°, nyp like 7y¥p from meaning 
the end or extremity of a thing came to be a condensed term 
for all that was included within the extremities, and hence to 
be ‘the whole’. M¥?"2 = ‘part of the whole’ occurs 2**—a 
common Aramaic idiom. 

Part of the vessels. Nebuchadnezzer raided the Temple three 
times: first through his great officers in Jehoiakim’s reign (see 
note on ver. I); secondly, in Jehoiachin’s reign (2 Chron. 361°), 
and finally in Zedekiah’s reign (bred. 361°-""), In 2 Kings 24 sq. 
there is no mention of the king taking the sacred vessels of the 
Temple in Jehoiakim’s reign, whereas in 24)*7?* it is told that 
in Jehoiachin’s reign he carried off a// the vessels of the Temple 
and of the king’s house, as well as all the royal family, nobility, 
fighting-men, and craftsmen. 

God. obs is always used in our author with the article of 
the one true God as opposed to Nebuchadnezzar’s false god. 

The house of God. This is the usual name for the Temple in 
post-exilic writers. In the earlier books it was always called 
the ‘house of Yahweh’. Our author avoids the use of this 
divine name, as do other late writers. See note on g*. 

Carried. \f we retain the words ‘the vessels’ in the following 
clause, the suffix in O83!) must embrace not only the vessels but 
the captives and all the booty taken by Nebuchadnezzar, or 
rather, as I have shown above, the suffix recapitulates in itself 
the persons and things captured and already mentioned in the 
text. If we refer the suffix only to the Temple vessels, as 
the MT appears to demand, we cannot explain the words ‘the 
vessels’ (nvm ns); for in that case we should expect only 
‘them’ (BMX), Moreover, these words are placed in the most 
emphatic position in the clause, ‘and the vessels he brought, &c.’ 
If then these words are original and in their original position, 
they clearly imply that not only the sacred vessels but also 
the two classes of captives were definitely mentioned in the 
preceding clause. Thus the text requires, as we have already 
shown, the restoration of two phrases in the preceding clause, 
which were lost through homoeoteleuton. 

The land of Shinar. Shinar, or rather Shin‘ar, is mentioned 
eight times: Gen, ro’, 112, 1419, Joshua 72!, Isa. 111, Zech. BY 
Dan. 1”, and stands for Babylon in the O.T. The word has 
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not, however, been found in the Inscriptions. For various 
attempts at its identification see the Bible Dictionaries. It is no 
archaism, although it occurs as we have seen in Isa. r1!! and 
Zech. 54. In the LXX the words ‘to Babylon’ are inserted 
before ‘the land of Shinar’. They are an explanatory gloss. 
In Exilic times and later, writers spoke of Babylonia as ‘the land 
of Babylon’, 523 yaw (Jer. 512°), or ‘the land of the Chaldeans’, 
ows pas (Ezek. 121°). Syr! omits ‘the land of Shinar’. 

[ To the house of his god.| That this phrase must be rejected 
we have shown above under solution 4. Both Marti and 
Driver recognize that they are not genuine. They as well as the 
two words that follow them are omitted by Syr*, i.e. the LXX. 

But the vessels, &c. The LXX has here kat danpeicato air, 
“and he set them up’. But since in Polybius, iii. 92. 9, and 
often in Plutarch this verb means ‘to deposit in’, it does not 
presuppose a text differing from the MT. The verb occurs 
three times in 1 Esdras 14!, 2!°, 618in the same connexion. The 
parallel passages in the O.T. to these passages are respectively 
2 Chron. 36’, Ezra 17, 514, but the Hebrew verbs differ, though 
in that connexion they are synonymous. 

Into the treasure house of his god. The statement in our text 
is-<coniirmed *by iezra i754, 1: Esdras 1“, 2), 61%.. But the 
Oxford Hebrew Lexicon states that in 2 Chron. 367 5>"n is to be 
rendered ‘palace’ and not ‘temple’. The LXX of 2 Chron. 
36’, however, renders it vaés, and carries with it the entire 
tradition connected with the question. 

13, Nebuchadnezzar gives orders to Ashpenaz to have 
certain noble youths of the Jewish captivity educated for the 
king’s service. The education even of the royal princes in 
Persia was superintended by eunuchs (Rawlinson, Ancient 
Monarchies, iii. 221). It does not, however, necessarily follow 
that Ashpenaz was a eunuch. See below. 

13. Commanded... to bringin. The construction ** * 798" 
xvand belongs to late Hebrew. Cf. 2 Chron. 14%, 291, 314, 
Esther 11% Earlier writers used the oratio recta. 

Ashpenaz. The word is corrupt, just as Osnappar is in Ezra 
41, spo[a a]ox, i.e. Assurbanipal (Acewapdp LXX), Its meaning 
is unknown. The LXX has ’ABieodpi: Th. ‘Aodavéf, which is 
a reproduction of the form in the MT. In ’Afueodpi the 5 is 
parasitic as in "EoSpds. Hence ‘ Abiezer’, which is preserved in 
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Syr4, is the form which the LXX presupposes. But the problem 
is still further complicated by the corruption in 111. 

The master of his eunuchs. oD 37 is here the equivalent of 
p'o’non aw in ver. 7. This phrase sometimes denotes a great 
official, as in 2 Kings 181”, Jer. 39%1°, or the keeper of the royal 
harem, who was of course a eunuch. Thus sbon pnp is ex- 
plained in Esther 2? as pwn aow. In our text the LXX, Th., 
Vulg. take it in the latter sense: the Pesh. in the former. 37 is 
of course the Aramaic for the Hebrew ¥. This Aramaic word 
is found in the titles of great Assyrian and Babylonian officials 
in 2 Kings and Jeremiah. Cf. Rabsaris in 2 Kings 18". See 
Oxford Hebr. Lex. iz /oc. dD does not always mean eunuch. 
Potiphar, who bore this title, was married : cf. Gen. 37°°, 39". 

Children of ‘the exiles of‘ Israel. Since the LXX inserts 
before rod ’Iopajd the phrase rév peywraver, and Th, rijs aiypadooias, 
and seeing that as glosses they are needless, we conclude that 
the MT is defective here. Th. clearly presupposes 2); ‘32 
Sew: cf, 225 qymy og mba 993, where both the LXX and Th. render 
xmibi by ris alyyatooias. For the Hebrew phrase cf. also 
Ezra 4}, 61920, 8% &c. We could then explain rév vidy rav 
peywordvav tov “Io, of the LXX as a rendering of Synen soya yaay 
where *5y7) is corrupt for nb. This phrase, lost in the MT, 
limits the selection of the royal pages to the captives of Israel, 
independently of the further grounds for selection in 14. 

Children of (the exiles) of Israel, both of the seed royal and of 
the nobles. The phrase ‘children of Israel’ has a wider signifi- 
cance than ‘the children of Judah’ in ver. 7. According to 
2 Chron. 117%, it is true, the kingdom of Judah embraced 
members of all the tribes of Israel. But there was a tendency 
to identify the two expressions. Certainly in the latter half of 
the second century B.c, the Twelve Tribes were supposed to be 
living in Palestine: see the note in my Commentary on Test. 
xit. Patr., p. 14. .The same presupposition underlies the Letter 
of Aristeas (130-70 B. c. ?), according to which Eleazar the high 
priest sent six men from each of the Twelve Tribes to Ptolemy 
Lagus (322-285 B.c.). The older belief still persisted that the 
northern tribes were in captivity: see 1 Enoch 897 (circa 
1628.C.). Thus in the second century B.c. these two beliefs 
maintained themselves side by side. The idea of the apostasy 
and rejection of the Ten Tribes, which appears in the Mishna 
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(Sanh. xi. 3) was then unknown. All Jews came later to be 
called Israelites, and all Israelites Jews, but our author appears 
to have believed, as the author of the Testaments, that all the 
Twelve Tribes had representatives in Palestine, but states that 
the king limited his choice of royal pages to the captives of the 
tribe of Judah. 

Both . .. and. So \—\ are to be translated as in 8!3 Gen. 
3478, Josh. 978, Jer. 327°. 03° ** D3 is more usual in this sense. 

Nobles. The Hebrew npnns5, found also in Esther 13, 69 is 
a Persian loan-word: cf. fratama =‘ first’ (in the Achemenian 
inscription) and the Sanskrit prathama. Philologically mpéros is 
akin to these words. The LXX and Aq. agree in rendering it 
respectively émidexroe and éxdexroi, but Sym. wrongly as Mdpo. 

1*. No blemish. The perfection here asserted is physical, as 
in Ley. 2117. Such perfection could not be asserted of eunuchs. 
The Hebrew word noixp with & is found only here and in 
Job 317. Elsewhere it appears as Ov as also in Aramaic. 

Well favoured ;7N7) ‘210. The youths were not only free 
from any physical blemish but were of goodly appearance. 

land literature’: i. e.72D\, which with the LXX kai ypapparcxovs 
and 11" of our text I have here restored. 

Cunning. This is simply an archaism in the English Versions 
for ‘knowing’, and may be retained. wn is only found in 
Dan. with 2 here and in 1!’, g!®: elsewhere in the O.T. with 
acc. 5x or by, or 5, save in Joshua 17, 1 Sam. 784(?),, Ps; 1082: 

Sctence. This word Y7 is borrowed from the Aramaic, but 
it is found also in 2 Chron. 13%1412, and in the later work 
Ecclesiastes. 

The literature and the tongue, i.e. ovw> ws) aDD—an un- 
Hebraic idiom for n»wh) onwa aD. It is found, however, twice 
elsewhere in the O.T., i.e. Ezek. 3116, Prov. 164% See Ges.- 
Kautzsch, § 128 a. But it was current in late Maccabean times 
as the inscription on the coins shows—on"n 3am wen (Well- 
hausen, Pharisder, 34). There is no room for doubting that the 
language of the Chaldeans in Dan. 1* means the non-Semitic 
and Sumerian language in which the books on divination and 
astrology were written, and not the Aramaic. The Jewish 
youths were given time to master this language. 

Chaldeans. This word has two meanings in Dan. 

(1) Lt has an ethnic significance, in 5°°,9'. The word, which 
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is spelt Kaldu in Assyrian, in Greek Xahdaio, appears as DMS 
in Hebrew. Before a dental, / is often changed into w or ¥. 
See C. H. H. Wright, Daniel and hts Critics, p. 6. 

The Chaldeans are believed to be alluded to in inscriptions 
already known as early as 1100 B.c. They are certainly 
referred to, and that frequently, in inscriptions from 880 B.c. 
onwards. The earliest mention of this nation is in the O.T. 
in Gen. 112°-31, i.e. the name ‘ Ur of the Chaldees’. Here 8 
is the same as the Assyrian urru or aru (F. Delitzsch, Wérter- 
buch). They lived originally to the south-east of Babylonia 
proper in the land of Kaldu, bordering on the Persian Gulf 
(Strabo, xvi. 1.6). Being a vigorous nation they pressed steadily 
inland into Babylonia, and, despite their repeated defeats by 
the Assyrians, they so far gained the upper hand as to make 
a temporary conquest of Babylon under Merodach-Baladan in 
721 B.c. For the next hundred years the Chaldeans and 
Assyrians were constantly at war, but it was not till the reign of 
Nabopolassar, ‘king of the land of the Kaldu’ (625-605), the 
father of Nebuchadnezzar, that the Chaldean dynasty was 
firmly established in Babylon, and the Chaldeans became the 
ruling caste in Babylonia. The Chaldean dynasty held the 
throne till the conquest of Babylon under Cyrus in 538. In 
the times of the New Babylonian Empire a Chaldean meant a 
member of the dominant race in Babylon. 

For this ethnic use of the term ‘Chaldeans’, compare Isa. 43', 
4814. Jer. 21°, Ezek. 23'*45) oC hron.<96" « Thew king Gof 
Babylon is never called ‘king of the Chaldeans’ in the inscrip- 
tions (though the designation occurs in 2 Chron, 361”), but ‘king 
of Babylon’ or ‘ king of Babylon, Sumer, and Akkad’. 

In Ezek. 23%° the term ‘Chaldeans’ is more comprehensive 
than that of ‘Babylonians’, for they embrace Pekod, Shoa, and 
Koa. The term ‘Babylonians’, though frequent in later Jewish 
writings, is found in the O.T. only in Ezra 4°, 

(2) The term Chaldeans denotes a caste of wise men in 14, 22:45:10, 
4", 5°11, and probably in 3°. This use of the word is unparal- 
leled throughout the rest of the O.T., and there is no trace of it 
in the inscriptions. It cannot have arisen till the fall of the 
Babylonian empire, and, therefore, cannot have come into 
existence for one or more generations after the conquest of 
Babylon by the Persians in 538. It is idle to quote Herodotus, 
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i. 181, 183. For since Herodotus was born in 484, and died 
about 425, the earliest date we can assign to his history would 
be 445 B.c. Between 538 and 445 the term ‘Chaldean’ had 
ample time to acquire a new and distinct meaning, amply 
attested in Herodotus,? Strabo,” Diodorus Siculus,° Cicero, 
Suetonius, Tacitus, Juvenal, and other writers. The student 
will find an ample list of Latin authorities in Mayor’s Juvenal, 
X. 94, Xlv. 248 (vol. li, pp. 104-5, 329-31). 

But whereas in Diodorus Siculus the term ‘ Chaldeans’ bears 
a generic sense, in Daniel it denotes a specific class in every 
case (17°, 2245.10, 47, 57:11), save in 1*. But the several classes 
of men enumerated in Daniel, of whom the Chaldeans were 
one, find no real support in the inscriptions. Jastrow (Religion 
of Babylonia and Assyria, Boston, 1898, p. 656 sq.) mentions 
a number of classes of magicians and diviners, one of which 
—the dshipu—occurs in Dan. 12°. But the list in Daniel 
falls far short of that which was current in Judah. Thus in 
Deut. 18 ‘no less than eleven classes of magic workers are 
enumerated’. Hence ‘there can be little doubt but that the 
Pentateuchal opposition against the necromancers, sorcerers, 
soothsayers, and the like, is aimed chiefly against Babylonish 
customs’ (Jastrow, op. cit., p. 657). 

But though this second meaning of the term ‘Chaldean’ was 
comparatively late, the practice of divination and astrology 
belongs to the earliest antiquity. King (Hist, of Sumer and 
Akkad, 1910, pp. 124, 266) has shown that the study of dreams 
and their interpretation was pursued as early as 3000 B.c. In 
2800 B.c. divination by oil was practised. Zimmern (Hastings, 


4 i, 181: ‘The Chaldeans being priests of this god’ (i.e. Bel). Ini. 183 
the Chaldeans are thrice mentioned. In the second passage Herodotus definitely 
states that ‘the Chaldeans consume also every year I,ooo talents of frankincense 
on the great altar’. The two other statements in this chapter are made on the 
authority of the Chaldeans (ws éAeyov of XadSaio: and ra 5é A€yerar b7d Xaddaiwv, 
Tatra Aéyw). 

> Strabo (born ¢. 63 B.C.), xvi. 1. 6, describes the Chaldeans as a class of 
savants in Babylon who directed their studies mainly to astronomy. He 
mentions also a tribe of Chaldeans who lived near the Arabian or Persian Gulf, 
Thus even in Strabo’s time the two meanings of the word still persisted in the 
Fast. 

© This writer (first century B.c.), speaks of the Chaldeans as forming a caste 
and possessing a fixed traditional lore. They were not only priests but 
magicians and astrologers. See ii. 29-31. 
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DRE 2165) states that ‘the texts relating to soothsaying and 
exorcism are so exceedingly numerous as to form the chief com- 
ponent of the whole Babylonian literature’. When the Chaldeans 
were subjugated by the Persians and reduced to a subject 
position, they took over the functions of the priestly diviners 
and astrologers, which had been practised in Babylonia from 
prehistoric times. 

To return now to our author, we may reasonably conclude 
that he chose a number of terms denoting workers in magic, 
and traditionally associated with Babylon, and incorporated 
them in his work in such a way as to give a general view of the 
methods in which magical and kindred arts were pursued in 
Babylon. 

1, I adopt here Marti’s proposal and transpose the latter 
half of this verse before the first half. The construction is thus 
regularized, and the latter half, which begins with the infinitive 
(nd925:), is thus a continuation of the infinitival constructions in 
vv. 3-4. Thus we have ‘And the king commanded Ashpenaz... 
to bring (infin.). .. and to teach... and to nourish them’. The 
sense also is improved. 

Three years. According to Plato, A/k. 1. 121 E, the education ot 
chosen youths under the royal teachers began at the age of 
fourteen. For the previous seven years they had been trained 
to ride and hunt. At the age of seventeen they entered the 
king’s service... 

They should stand before the king. Cf. ver. 19, 1 Sam. 16”, 
1 Kings 17}, 18%, &c. The LXX presupposes 45a »305 (ayy, 
i.e. ‘to place (them) in the service of the king’, as in Esther 4). 
This would preserve the active construction through vv. 3, 4, 
and 5%. Thus 5a would close this part of the narrative. 
In chapter 1 7, whether it stands alone as in 1‘ or is followed 
by ‘32> as in 151°, means ‘to serve’. It never bears this 
meaning in 8-12, Thus ‘85 py means ‘to withstand’ in 847, 
1116, and has the same meaning when followed by 235 in 10!*, 
In 81, ro! this last phrase = ‘to stand before’ (locally). 

At the end thereof. The } in pnypd has here, as in 15,18" 
a different sense from what it bears in 1%, i.e. ‘after’, ‘after the 
lapse of’. See Ges.-Kautzsch, § 119 y, n*. The mase. suffix in 
onypr, where we should expect the fem., referring to the fem. 
noun D3’, occurs not infrequently in the O.T. See op. cit, 
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§ 135 0. This anomaly recurs in 8° of our author, but many 
manuscripts emend the masc. suffix into the fem. 

Appointed. 132 ‘to appoint’, is poetical (Ps. 618) and passed 
into the later prose (t Chron. 979). It recurs in 1! of our 
author, and in the Aramaic as ‘#2 in 27449, 312, But it is old 
Aramaic. See Cowley 27°, Ah. 37. 

A daily portion. yov3 DY 737 has already occurred in Jer. 52%, 
1 Chron. 16°", In 1 Kings 10”, 2 Chron. 9% a yearly portion is 
mentioned. 

The king’s meat, 33ND (18:13:15,168, y1?6only in Daniel in 
O.T.) is a Persian loan-word, patbaga, signifying ‘portion’, 
‘offering’ from the Sanskrit prat-bhdga. This word was trans- 
literated into Greek as mor(S8a¢is, which, according to a fragment 
of Dinon’s Persica (c. 340 B.c.), preserved in Athenaeus, xi. 503, 
consisted of a meal of barley or wheaten cakes and wine: 
ote S€ roriBagis dptos KpiOwos Kal mupwos dros Kai Kumapiccou orépavos Kal 
oivos KeKpapuevos ev @@ xpvT@ OU aitds Buoreds rive. In Syriac the 
word means ‘dainties’. But the LXX and Th. de not attempt 
to render the whole word. Their rendering of tpdef{a and 
deirvov give the general meaning of the first half of the word in 
Hebrew, i.e. DB. See note on 117, 

The wine which he drank. YR? (as in 18) is sing. Cf. 11% 
rub Ct Nah. 2°, Isa. 42°-Ezek. 34%. « See_Ges-Kaulzesch, 
§ 93ss. These verses introduce the four young nobies of the 
tribe of Judah with whom the following narratives are mainly 
concerned. 

16, Daniel. There are three other Daniels mentioned in the 
O.T.: (1) the Patriarch (written bss7) in. Ezek. 141+, 283, who 
from his juxtaposition with Noah and Job cannot be the Daniel 
of our narrative, who was a mere boy at the time of the Exile; 
(2) a son of David, 1 Chron. 3h (3) a certain Levite, Ezra 8?, 
Neh. 10°, 

Mishael = ‘Who is what God is?’ Ass. form., cf. 5xwinn. 
See Oxf. Heb. Lex. 7 /oc. The names Mishael, Hananiah, 
and Azariah appear also among the contemporaries of Ezra: 
see Neh. 84, 10%24, which, as Bevan remarks, is ‘probably 
accidental, since all three occur elsewhere, and we therefore 
have no proof that the author of Daniel intended to identify 
“them” with their namesakes in Nehemiah’, 
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17, The practice of changing a person’s name was common 
onthe occasion of a change in his position, circumstances, or 
nationality... See Gen. 4145, Ruth 1”, 2 Kings:23*4, 2417, and 
especially Acts 13°, where Saul’s name is changed to that of 
Paul. As Driver remarks, the change of name ‘has the effect 
in each case of obliterating the name of God: Daniel, ‘‘God is 
my judge”; Hananiah, ‘‘ Yah is gracious”; Mishael, “ Who is 
what God is?”; Azariah, “ Yah hath holpen”.’ Seeing that 
in the age of our author Jews were discarding their Hebrew 
names and adopting Greek names, it is not improbable, as Marti 
and others suggest, that our text contains an intentional polemic 
against this custom. 

Gave names unto them —28 DA? ny. This idiom is not 
found elsewhere in the O.T. exactly as it is here. Either ow is 
followed by nx, Judges 8*!, or without a preposition as in 
2 Kings 17*4, Neh. 9’, and even in the Aramaic of Dan. 5). 

[He gave.| The second nv is to be omitted with the LAX 
and Th. 

Belteshazzar. This name, which recurs in 276, 45 6 15, 16(bis), 512, 
10! is not to be confounded with Belshazzar in 5! (where see 
note), as is done in the LXX, Th., and Vulg. Belteshazzar = 
balatsu-usur, ‘protect his life’. 

Shadrach. The derivation is uncertain. F. Delitzsch ex- 
plains it as Shudur-Aku, ‘the command of Aku’, Aku being the 
Sumerian equivalent of Sin, the Semitic name of the Moon-God. 

Meshach. ¥. Delitzsch explains this as equivalent to Mi-sha- 
Aku, ‘Who is what Aku is ?’. 

Abed-nego. This is a corruption of Abed-nebo, ‘servant of 
Nebo ’—the deity mentioned in Isa. 461. Proper names com- 
pounded with Nebo will be found in the Aramaic Papyri of the 
fifth century (Cowley, p. 298 seq.) ; a few also in the Palmyrene 
Inscriptions (see Cooke, 127°, 134? 140 a4) of the first, second and 
third centuries 4.p. Thus heathen Syrians (Cureton’s Ancient 
Syriac Documents, p. 14, line 5, quoted by Bevan) long after the 
Christian era derived both names from Nebo. The actual name 
in our text occurs in a bilingual (Assyr. and Aram.) inscription 
(Schrader, Cuneiform Inscr., p. 429), as Bevan states. The 

' Psammetichus I, son of Necho, king of Memphis and Sais, had his name 


changed to Nabu-sizib-anni when he became subject to Assurbanipal king of 
Assyria. 
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more usual form would be Amel-Nebo, ‘servant of Nebo,’ but 
‘Abed’ or ‘Abd’ is frequently found in its stead. (See 
Schrader’s KAT Index, p. 654.) 

1§76, Loyalty of Daniel and his companions to their religion 
and their consequent superiority physically to the other youths 
that were being educated with a view to the king’s service. 

18-10. This loyalty shown in their observance of the laws of 
their religion regarding clean and unclean meats. The need 
of this loyalty was felt to be of supreme moment in the time of 
Antiochus Epiphanes, who was doing his utmost to hellenize 
the Jews. To eat of unlawful food in such circumstances was 
as sinful as idolatry itself. Hence the faithful had to abstain 
from the food of the heathen, not only because the Levitical 
laws as to clean and unclean animals were not observed by the 
heathen in the selection and preparation of their food, but also 
because the food so prepared had generally been offered to 
idols (Exod. 341, Acts 157°, 2175, Deut. 323°). Thus the obser- 
vance of these laws, though seen later (Mark 7!*!°, Acts 10°"!*) to 
be only of temporary obligation, became an articulus ecclesiae 
stantis aut cadentis under Antiochus Epiphanes (1 Macc. 11%4% 
62,68, 2 Macc. 618 549, 71), Hence in our text Daniel and his 
friends confined themselves to vegetable products. But gene- 
rally in heathen surroundings these laws were rigidly carried 
out by the faithful Jew; cf. Tobit 11°11, 4 Macc. 5%, Judith 
12h2, Vita Joseph. 3. In this last passage it is recounted how 
certain priests that were sent to Rome limited their food on 
religious grounds to figs and nuts. 

18, Purposed-in his heart. 71 Sy nw means ‘to lay it to 
heart’, ‘to purpose’. It is found in Isa. 42”, 477, 57) 14, and 
in Mal. 22. It is to be distinguished of course from 5y 35 ow 
=‘to observe’, ‘pay attention to’, Haggai 1°", Job1®. Probably 
ab by mw is here a rendering of the original Aramaic 51 nw. inf. 
Chi6™. 

Defile himself. The Hithpa‘el of Sxx is found only here. 5x3 
is a later and weakened form of by). The older Hebrew used 
bbn or ND. 

1°, Made Daniel to find favour, &c. *"* Seomns ¢ my 
"95 4D 985 ovonnd. Practically the same Hebrew construction 
is found in 1 Kings 8°°, Neh. 111, Ps. 106°. An older form of 
this idiom is found in Gen. 43'4—vw xn yp ovo od jn. 

Cz 
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1°, Your drink. OAV is sing. ‘Ina few instances, before 
a suffix beginning with a consonant, the original dy of the termi- 
nation has been contracted to é, and thus there arise forms 
which have apparently plural suffixes’ (Ges.-Kautzsch, § 93 Ss). 
There are other like formations in the sing. in Daniel: here 
and in 136 (naynwy) and in 1 (oN). Cf. 1°% for a like 
formation. See note on ver. 5 above. 

Lest. nob 3wx. This is not Hebrew, but the literal repro- 
duction of an Aramaic idiom in unidiomatic Hebrew. Cf. 7193¥ 
(in Cant. 17)= ‘lest’. The Hebrew for ‘lest’ is {B. The 
Aramaic idiom occurs in Ezra 7% 792 1: in the Targums 
xpd: in the Syriac |saS;—all meaning ‘lest’. In Ezra 4” 
nod practically = ‘lest’ = piore (LX X), as also in Aram. Pap. : 
Cowley, Ah. 126 71D» *** mod ‘lest... he come’. 

Worse liking. The Hebrew word nd Syt (which Aq. accepts 
and renders by Sseotpappéva) is used elsewhere in the O.T. in the 
sense of mental trouble—‘to be out of humour’. In Gen. 40° 
it = ‘to fret against’; in Prov. 19%, ‘the foolish man fretteth 
against the Lord’; in 2 Chron. 26!°, ‘to be enraged’. Thus in 
all these passages the word relates to a state of mind and not 
to the outward appearance as in our text. This may be the 
meaning attached to it by Th., who renders it by cxvéperd ; cf. 
Matt. 61°, where the Pharisees bear a dejected look on account 
of their fasting. But there are difficulties attaching to the 
Hebrew word. The LXX has here Starerpaupeéeva Kat aobevn = 
‘alarmed and weak’, which is most probably a double rendering 
of what stood in the text. Now what did stand in the text? 
In Job 31°4 dvarpémopac = ‘stand in awe of’ appears as a render- 
ing of poy. If itis so here, then pyny is a dittograph of o-yy, 
of which doéevy is a bad rendering. And yet d.arerpappéva is not 
accidental ; for it recurs in ver. 13 in the LX.X, where however 
the MT and Th. have a different text. We fall back therefore 
on omy = ‘meaner looking’. Jos., Ant. x. 10. 2 supports this 
text, as it reads ei d€ pewmOévras ior Kat Kaxiov trav dddov €xovras, 
dodev} and pewéévras, then, both support o ys. We should 
therefore translate: ‘lest he should see your faces meaner (or 
worse-liking) than the youths of your own age’. In that case 
we should reject Dyayt as a corruption of the above word. It 
is noteworthy that Myy again underwent corruption in 8°, and 
is there rendered both by the LXX and Th. as nyy or ayy; 
for they both translate the word by toxupsr. 
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To confirm the above conclusion we may compare 115, where 
the phrase "wa ‘N'3 proves that it was only the physical fitness 
of the youths that was in question. 

Age. The word 5) is borrowed from the Aramaic and corre- 
sponds to the Hebrew 14. _ It is found in the Samaritan of 
Gen. 6°, 15!°, and in the Talmud. 

Make... forfeit. 39 is a late Hebrew word, and does not 
occur elsewhere in the O.T.; for Cornill, followed by Bevan, 
rejects 2\n in Ezek. 18’. The former takes it to be a corruption 
of aw, the latter to be a dittography ‘the first two letters of 
yndan having been repeated and a) inserted afterwards’. In the 
fifth Century Papyri it is found with the same meaning as in our 
text. See Cowley 2), 18°. It is in fact a pure Aramaism. 

11, +The Melzart. The word sym occurs only in this 
chapter. Friedr. Delitzsch thinks that it is derived from the 
Assyrian Massaru ‘guardian’, i.e. from the root \y), the 1’s 
indicating the resolution of the doubling of the ss as in DY3 
and fadcapov. But the context is against the genuineness of the 
text. The Hebrew ignores the fact that Daniel has already 
been committed to the care of the chief of the eunuchs, who is 
expressly named in ver. 4. Furthermore, in this verse it is the 
prince of the eunuchs that Daniel must have addressed, as a 
comparison of 1°%71018 shows (Cheyne in Encyc. Bib. i. 334- 
335), and not a third person called Melzar or ‘the Melzar’. 
The MT in 11416 is therefore secondary. In fact all the forms 
‘arya (which the LXX presupposes in 1°11), nawx (MT and 
Th. in 13), ay$on (MT and Th. 12, ay'wp (299 Pesh. 114) 
are all corruptions of some word hitherto undiscovered, which 
may be called X. Cheyne believes the name to which all these 
corrupt forms point is ayxwba ‘Belshazzar’. But, though 
Cheyne’s method is right, as Marti agrees, the conclusion at 
which he arrives is unconvincing. 

+The Melzar .. . appointed over Danielt. The LXX, which 
has rightly identified the chief of the eunuchs in 1%” with -the 
person here mentioned, has also preserved the true text. The 
LXX reads ’Afuerdpi 1G avaderyOévte apxrevvovxyw emi tov A, = W 
ey by m2 WW DD MDT = ‘the prince of the eunuchs who was 
set over Daniel’. 

112, Ten. This is a round number. Cf. 17°, 77, Gen. 2455, 
31’, Amos 5°, Haggai 2"°, Zach. 8%; 3, 4,.and 7 are favourite 
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numbers with our author. D2 is the apocopated imperative 
for 1D), 

Let them give. The indefinite personal subject is frequently 
expressed in Hebrew by the'3rd plural masculine: see Ges.- 
Kautzsch, § 144 f. 

Pulse. “y is a hapax-legomenon as also 0°97 in 11°, The 
form in the Talmud and in Syriac is D397. Whether the forms 
in our text are genuine is questionable. On the other hand 
they may be current phonetic variations. For in our text there 
are different grammatical forms with no implication of a change 
of meaning, as Bevan points out p. 62 n.: oyann) 2) and ayani 
23, myn and Any 822, wywrn g® and wywn g, pa and pan 
9%, myit rz and py 11%, mpbpbn 112434, and mpbn 31192. 
But the latter variations in 112434 in the MT are probably 
late corruptions. See note on 112!. 

118, Our countenances. See note on 1° above. 

Thou seest, 8 has the Aramaic vocalization: see Ges.- 
Kautzsch., § 75 hh. 

Deal with, py nwy. The treatment is to be favourable or un- 
favourable according to the results of the experiment. Only 
here and in 2 Chron. 2? is this construction found in the O.T., 
but in 2 Chron. the phrase is used in a favourable sense. Else- 
where this combination of nwy and Dy requires an accusative 
such as ton or ndN, &c.: cf. Gen. 19!°, 24!2, Joshua 24, Judges g!’. 
In 117 on the other hand awy is followed by 3 in a hostile sense, 
as in Jer. 1873, 

114, Hearkened...in this matter: i.e. granted this request. 
The same construction is found in Gen. 197, 1 Sam. 3074, 

145, Fatter in flesh, Cf. Gen. 41218 (wa NN 73 for the same 
phrase used of the fat kine in Pharoah’s dream. The plural 
‘N12 is to be explained by reference to the suffix in o7'KD. 

116. +The Melzart. See 1" note. 

Was wont to take away . . . and give. The idea of duration 
is here conveyed by the combination of the substantive verb and 
the participle. See Driver’, Tenses, § 135. 5. 

17-19, At the end of the three years Daniel and his three 
companions, who are found to be not only physically superior 
but also intellectually in knowledge and wisdom to the other 
youths that were educated with them, are appointed to serve in 
the court of the king. 
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The vegetarian diet is helpful also in the direction of spiritual 
development. 

1’, Knowledge. The same word is rendered ‘science’ in 14. 

All literature, i.e. all kinds of books. Cf. 14, 

Wisdom. As Driver observes, ‘Wisdom is used here, in 
a concrete sense, of an intelligently arranged body of principles, 
or, as we should now say, science. The term must be understood 
as representing the popular estimate of the subjects referred to: 
for the wisdom of the Chaldaean priests, except in so far as it 
took cognizance of the actual facts of astronomy, was in reality 
nothing but a systematized superstition.’ 

Daniel had understanding in all kinds of visions. These words 
serve to introduce the narrative that follows. They recall 
2 Chron. 26° “Syn maa pan. They differentiate at the same 
time the unique gifts of Daniel even in relation to his three 
companions. This difference in spiritual endowment is observed 
in Jater passages, and, though Shadrach, Meshach, and Abed- 
-nebo are ten times wiser than the sages of Babylon 12°, yet 
Danie! possesses still higher gifts than theirs, and whereas at 
the close of chapter 2 the three companions are rewarded with 
high official appointments, Daniel is clearly set above all the 
wise men and governors of Babylon; for he sits in the king’s 
gate (2*°), i.e. is the Vizier or Prime Minister of the king, and 
so is not exposed to the risks that his three companions encoun- 
ter in chapter 3. 

188, Had commanded to bring them in. A late Hebrew idiom. 
See 4” i. 

Ox") ‘the prince of the eunuchs brought, &c.’ We have 
here the vav apodosis with the imperf.—an idiom which has 
already occurred in ver. 2. See note. 

119, This verse closes the introduction to the book. 

Stood before the king, i.e. became his personal servants: cf. 1°. 


SECTION LE -* 


ie, Chapters 2° 4, 17°71, 2°", in the second year of the 
reign of Nebuchadnezzar. 
§ 1. This chapter has a didactic purpose. As in chapter I 


the Jews are exhorted to be true to the Law, even to its cere- 
monial requirements, so in this chapter they are encouraged to 
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hold fast to the national hope of the Messianic kingdom. To 
justify their belief in this expectation the superiority of the 
wisdom of the Jews to that of the heathen is shown in the 
incidents connected with the king’s dream and its interpretation. 
This transcendent wisdom is shown to spring from the direct 
revelation of the God of the Jews (cp. Isa. 191%), and His 
supremacy above all gods is accordingly acknowledged by the 
king. In this dream the succession of the world empires is 
foreshadowed, and, as these had arisen in the order foreshadowed 
in his dream and its interpretation, the readers of Daniel were 
assured of the certainty of the coming kingdom. 

The narrative in many respects recalls Gen. 41 (Stade, 
Geschichte, ii. 324). In both narratives a heathen king is visited 
by a dream which alarms him; in both he sends for his magi- 
cians, but they prove helpless; in both a youthful Israelite, who 
ascribed his wisdom wholly to the help of his God, gives the 
true interpretation, and is raised to the highest honours. For 
similarities in point of diction, cf. 21-799, 

As the first chapter dealt with the discipline and fruitfulness 
of the religious life in its private relations, this chapter exhibits 
the same characteristics in the public activities of its true 
adherents, by recounting the triumph of. Daniel and his three 
companions over the collective wisdom of the wise men of 
Babylon and Daniel’s appointment as chief counsellor of the 
king and his three companions as great officials of the empire. 

§ 2. (a) Corruptions in the Hebrew of 2). 

21, For ann read n773. 

2‘, For nox read Won. See note. 

(b) Corruptions in the Aramaic. 

2°, For WON) 73Y read WX) 129. See note. 

215, For ia read 3, or else mbppnnd for mbyp, 

2%, For nna (so MT, Pesh. and Vulg., due to a scribe’s 
assimilation of the two adjoining phrases here to those in 22°) 
read with LXX ynbsw. 

2°, For ‘the iron, the clay’ with Th. read ‘the clay, the 
iron’ against the MT, LXX, Vulg. The context requires 
this change: also the order in 2* where LXX, Th., and Vulg. 
attest the right order. See note on 2°, 

20, Here the MT is hopeless. See note zm loc. I have 
restored the text in accordance with the claims of the context 
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and that of 7%, and with the help of the LXX of 2*°, though 
here very corrupt. 


§ 3. Interpolation. 

274, Excise 5x with LXX, Th. and Vulg. 

2*°. Excise ‘and as iron that crusheth all these’ with LXX, 
Th., Pesh., and Vulg. 


§ 4. Lost phrases. 

22°, Restore Ja5 Sy after Sp since the language itself 
requires it. 

2°4, Restore Hd with LXX, Th., Vulg., and Josephus. See 
note 7m loc, 

24°, See note 7 Joc. 


§ 5. Drslocations. 

170.21. These must be transferred after 2***. See notes, pp. 52-54. 
The text absolutely demands this transference. 

2*8* should be transferred after 2°°. 


§ 6. Hebraisms. 
210, 55) (cf. 221n 51°). We should read b>" asian 3”: 


§ 7. Late Semitic expressions. 

2%, For qwxn ‘n the older language would have used 4325 in: 
cf. Jer. 2316 a5 yn. = In the Aram. Papyri the same holds true, 
though visions are not there referred to. See note on 278 ~%, 

2°3, nD * * * f/79D seems to be late Aramaic. 


§ 8. Very late Aramaic order of words. 
28, syytz1a9 25m. See note 7 Joc.: and on 3°. This. order 
appears to be unknown before the time of our author. 


$9. Facts pointing to an Aramaic original. 

2U, LXX renders 1p’ by émidogos (cf. Ezra 41°) as well as by 
Bapis. It has both meanings in Aramaic, but in Hebrew it 
means ‘costly’, precious. 

240, ray dédpov = jx 52 where the }>x is corrupt for an 
ancient reading pox. 


2'-2. Troubled by a dream Nebuchadnezzar summoned his 
wise men to make known to him the dream he had dreamed, 
and also its interpretation. 

21. In the second year. This second section of the book 
begins, as in eight sections out of the ten, with the date of the 
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events recorded.. The events that follow are said to have 
occurred in the second year of Nebuchadnezzer’s reign. In 
order to bring this statement into harmony with that of the 
‘three years’ in 1518 various hypotheses have been advanced. 
(1) Josephus (Ant. x. 10. 3) explains this second year as the second 
year after the sack of Egypt’ (uera d€ éros devrepov rijs Aiyimrou mop6n- 
ces). (2) Hengstenberg, Havernick, Zéckler, and others assume 
that in x! and Jer. 25! Nebuchadnezzer was reigning conjointly 
with his father Nabopolassar, and that the second year in the 
text is the second year after Nabopolassar’s death. (3) Ewald, 
Kamphausen, Marti, and others assume that ™Y dropped out 
after DAY (for a like loss, cf. Joshua 241), and that the original 
text was ‘in the twelfth year’. (4) Driver ingeniously defends the 
text. ‘There is not, perhaps, necessarily a contradiction here with 
the “three years” of 1518, By Hebrew usage fractions of time 
were reckoned as full units: thus Samaria, which was besieged 
from the fourth to the sixth year of Hezekiah, is said to have 
been taken “ at the end” of three years (2 Kings 18%); and in 
Jer. 3414 “at the end of seven years”’ means evidently when 
the seventh year has arrived (see also Mark 8! &c.). If, now, 
the author, following a custom which was certainly sometimes 
adopted by Jewish writers, and which was general in Assyria 
and Babylonia, ‘ post-dated” the regnal years of a king, i.e. 
counted as his first year not the year of his accession but the 
first full year afterwards (see Art. Chronology in Hastings’s 
Dict. of the Bible, i 400), and if further Nebuchadnezzar gave 
orders for the education of the Jewish youths in his accession 
year, the end of his “three years” of 1°18 might be reckoned as 
falling within the king’s second year.’ — 

Dreamed dreams. For the use of the plural i.e. ‘visions’ 
where a singular is meant we may compare 4?©), 71. The LXX 
reproduces the plural, but Th. and Vulg. render it by the 
singular. On oneiromancy or divination by dreams see Encyc. 
Hib. i. 1118; Hastings, DRE. iv. 776. 

His spirit was troubled. This phrase (m7 oyann) which 
recurs in 2° (m7 Dypn) appears to be suggested by Gen. 41°. 

His sleep tbraket from him. The Hebrew (wy anny ww) 
literally means ‘his sleep was done for him’, i.e. ‘left him’, and 
this text is supported by the LXX and Th., 6 tmvos abrod éyévero 
dn avrod, The Niph‘al of a. has this meaning twice elsewhere, 
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i.e. in 8?’ and Micah 2, but in both cases the text is doubtful. 
The same fact is expressed again in 619 (8), smby no) nmaw, where 
Th. has 6 tmvos dréorn am’ airod. Now, since Sym. renders the 
expression here in our text by the very same words, it is reason- 
able to suppose, with Behrmann, Marti, and others, that he 
found in 2! the exact Hebrew equivalent of the Aramaic in 61°, 
Hence for 177) we should read 1772. We may then retain the 
rendering ‘his sleep brake from him’ as the English equivalent 
of the emended text. This is the usual verb in this connexion 
as in 6!°, Esther 64, Gen. 314°. With this use of »>y, which 
expresses the dative of advantage or disadvantage, cf. 108, "11m) 
Sy Jena: also Sy eric ace: 

2*. Commanded to call. See note on the construction on 1°, 

To call the magicians. The diction of Gen. 418 as in the pre- 
ceding sentence. Th. here supports the MT, but the LXX 
implies sand + * ON. 

(1) The magicians. That the now n stands first in the list of 
the six classes of diviners is due, as Bevan suggests, to Gen. 41°. 
The Hebrew word is probably derived from 51) = ‘graving 
tool’, ‘stylus’, with the formative termination -om. The word, 
therefore, would properly mean ‘writers’ originally. The sense 
in the O.T. would be secondary. This word is used once alone 
in our author, 4°), in a generic sense, where Daniel is called 
‘master of the magicians’ (cf. 5''), and six (seven) times in 
conjunction with other terms, 12°, 22:1%27, 46 (9), F571, 511, 

(2) The enchanters, i.e. DW. Probably a Babylonian loan- 
word, Assyr. asipu, which according to Zimmern (KAT*. 590, 
n. 1) means ‘the purifier’. This word occurs in the Hebrew 
only here and in 17°: in the Aramaic in 21027, 44, 57)11,15, 

(3) The sorcerers. Only here in our author, but in the earlier 
books of the O.T. four times. Robertson-Smith derives D'pwan 
from Awd ‘to cut’. Hence these were primarily persons who 
prepared magical drugs by shredding herbs into a magic brew 
(Journ. Phil., xiv. 125, 126). Prince (Book of Daniel, p. 201) 
says that this theory has no foundation in fact, and that "w> is 
a well-known stem in Babylonian. i.e. Kasapu, ¢o bewitch, and 
that Wwe incantation and 5\¥2 a conjuror have exact equivalents 
in the Assyrian kispu and kasSapu. 

(4) The Chaldeans. This, as we have already seen, had an 
ethnic sense, and subsequently acquired the meaning it generally 
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bears in our text. See note on 1+. It occurs five times alone 
rt (in a general sense), 24°10, 38, and five times in conjunction 
with other terms, 2710b, 44(7), 5<711, 

(5) Wise men poran. Eleven times alone 2!219.1418,21,24 (is),48, 
4°(6)1508), 578, and twice in conjunction with other terms 2*7, 51°. 

(6) Determiners. }711: four times 277, 44, 5711. These were 
probably astrologers or soothsayers. Probably from 113, éo cut. 
Words with this meaning often occur in the sense of determining. 
Hence we have 72} 4121, decree: later it meant fate. The 
determiners drew celestials, charts, and horoscopes, in which 
the position of the constellations were shown at the moment of 
one’s. birth. (Cf Isa<a7: 

Of the above terms the magicians, enchanters, and Chaldeans 
occur most frequently together, 2219, 447, 541. A comparison of 
the passages in which the six classes of wise men are mentioned 
tends to show that they are used very vaguely. They do not 
correspond to any division found in the inscriptions, and 
Lenormant’s attempt (La Magie, p. 13 sq.) to identify them with 
certain classes of diviners in Babylon is a failure. For the 
literature of this subject, see Hastings’s DRE. viii. 255. 

2°-11, The wise men are required to tell the dream and its 
interpretation. They reply that they are ready to interpret the 
dream if the king recounts it to them, but that they cannot meet 
both demands. 

2°, The king had not forgotten the dream, but had determined 
to test his wise men by requiring them to tell both the dream 
and its interpretation. Behrmann here mentions an exact 
parallel to our account in Ibn Hisham’s Leben Mohammeds (ed. 
Wiistenfeld, p. 9 sq.): ‘ Rabia son of Nasr, king of Yemen... 
saw a vision and could not understand it. Thereupon he 
assembled the diviners, magicians ... and spake to them. I 
have had a dream which has terrified me; tell me it and its 
interpretation. They replied: Tell us the dream and we will 
declare unto you its interpretation. Then said he: If I tell you 
the dream I cannot rely on your interpretation; for he who 
knows not the dream, before I communicate it to him, does not 
know its interpretation.’ 

2‘. Then spake . .. tin the Syrian languaget. If the text of 
the MT is retained, then it is better to render ‘in Aramaic’. 
The use of the word y25" spake here is very rare. If that 
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which is said is given, “1s (= sa7d) is almost universally used. 
It is true that in the MT 135 is used with the meaning appa- 
rently of mx in Gen. 411, Exod. 327, 1 Kings 215, Ezek. 40+. 
Notwithstanding, this usage is abnormal, and the LXX and 
Vulg. either attest a truer text or emend the existing one in 
Exod. 327 by presupposing 18, while the Syr. renders 727 in 
this passage, as if it were "mx. Again the LXX in Gen. 41!” 
presupposes the addition of 1»xd, while the Syr. again renders 
25 as in Exod. 32’. Again in 1 Kings 215 the Syr. surmounts 
the difficulty in the same way, and in Ezek. 40% the LXX 
renders [37 by «iver, Thus the text in Dan. 14 is abnormal, but 
the corrupt reading n’o7N suggests the missing word. Hence 
Marti and Prince, following the suggestion of Haupt in Kamp- 
hausen, Das Buch Daniel, p. 11, hold that mx ‘and said’ 
should be restored after the words ‘to the king’, and that this 
expression was displaced by the corrupt reading mp 1s 7x 
Aramaic. But it is more reasonable to suppose that nD" is 
simply a misreading of "px", the misreading being suggested 
by the fact that Aramaic did follow. 

In any case the words ‘in Aramaic’ cannot be accepted. 
Another explanation is offered by Oppert, Lenormant, and 
others. They suggest that ‘in Aramaic’ is a gloss, added as in 
Ezra 4’ to designate the language of the chapters that follow ; 
that this was the language in which 2*>-7?8 were originally 
composed, and that this language was retained. | 

If the text meant to affirm (as it does in its present corrupt 
form) that Aramaic was used at court in official communications, 
the narrative in chap. 7 would have been resumed in Hebrew, 
whereas it is continued in Aramaic. Jerome in his Commentary 
on 2* (‘Ab hoc loco usque ad visionem anni tertii regis Bal- 
thasar. . . lingua scribuntur Chaldaica) popularized this erro- 
neous view that the wise men spake in Aramaic. Thence arose 
the false designation of Biblical Aramaic as Chaldee. Biblical 
Aramaic belongs to the North Semitic branch, which is usually 
subdivided into (1) Eastern Aramaic or Syriac, which was used 
by the Christian Syrians, and is found in modified forms in the 
Babylonian Talmud and the sacred books of the Chaldaeans. 
(2) Western or Palestinian Aramaic, which is found in Dan. 2-7, 
Ezra 45-618, 712-26, the Elphantine Papyri, the Jewish Targums, 
and the Palestinian Gemara. The nomenclature ‘ Eastern’ and 
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‘Western’ is wrong, if taken literally; for, as I have shown 
in the Introduction, the so-called ‘Western’ was used by the 
Foreign Office in Babylon. Aramaic was long the ingua franca of 
the Oriental world. 

The wise men would have addressed the king in Babylonian 
or Assyrian, which is declared in Jer. 515, Isa. 2811, 331° to be 
unintelligible to a Jew. Assyria and Babylonia had a distinct 
Semitic language of their own, which maintained itself long 
after the fall of this empire. ‘The latest connected Babylonian 
inscription is that of Antiochus Soter (280-260 B.c.). See 
Prince, p. 11 note. Aramaic had displaced Hebrew as the 
popular language \ong before the second century B.c. 

O king, live for ever. The usual mode of saluting Oriental 
kings. Here as in 3°, 5!°, 6%? the formula is in the second person : 
in 1 Kings 131, Neh. 23 in the third person—the older form. It 
had already been used at the Assyrian Court, and subsequently 
prevailed amongst the Sassanidae. As Prince (p. 66) remarks, 
this greeting was common in Babylonian times. Cf. Bertrage 
gur Assyriologie, i., p. 239: ‘May Nebo and Merodach give... 
everlasting years unto the king’. 

We will show, 8102. So we read with Ginsburg unless with 
Marti, Gram.*, § 65 c. we transform all the Pa‘el forms into 
Haphel and read 719). Bauer-Leander prefer the Pa‘el. 

2°, Answered and said. The MT has here two participles 
Vos) 73Y, but Nédldeke (Gédttingsche Gelehrte Anzeigen, 1884, 
1021) is most probably right in his suggestion that here and in 
Bast, 20,26/21,47 Bo mee ra ta a haa Bele Gist: 7 we should 
punctuate these words as 728) 72. For this is the Aramaic 
idiom where the consonants of the words are unmistakeable as 
in 2710, 3916, 614, where we have the finite verb followed by the 
participle W281 +++ 3. In 5! these two verbs are in the 
perfect: and in 3** we have two participles j*VO8) M2. 

The thing tis gonet from me, i.e. the matter has left my 
memory. This misrendering, found already in Th. (6 Adyos ax’ 
eyov anéotm and the Vulgate), is now generally rejected. The 
clause was omitted in the original LXX, but in Origen’s text it 
is supplied from Th. between an asterisk and a metobelus. 
This rendering originated in the view that xis was a dialectical 
variety of x5ix. Two explanations are given: (1) According to 
Néldeke (KA 7.’ 617) NTN is a Persian word meaning ‘sure’, 
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‘certain’. In this case we should render ‘the word from me is 
sure ’, i.e. ‘what I say shall certainly be carried*out’. Cf. 3!* note. 
(2) According to Andreas (Marti’s Gram.°, p. 58*) the word is 
Middle-Persian, and means ‘news,’ ‘intelligence’. In this case we 
should render: ‘the word from me is news’, i. e. ‘proclaimed ’. 

Its interpretation. “w> appears in Eccles. 8! as a loan-word 
from Aramaic. 

Ye shall be cut in pieces, aynn POI, i.e. ‘dismembered limb 
from limb’. Cf. 3%, where the same phrase recurs and the 
LXX has StapedtrOnoerat. In 2 Macc. 1° we find pédy romoarres, 
Jos., Ant. xv. 8, 4 pedioti dvehdvres mpovOecay kvoly, 


But the LXX seems to presuppose a different text here as 
it reads mapaderynaticOjcecbe. Possibly it reads as in Ezra 64, 
where the punishment of hanging is referred to. It is noteworthy 
that in Num. 25! mapaSerypdrisoy is used to translate the Hebrew 
word YPin, where a public execution is meant: cf. e&mdudiCew, 
2 Sam. 21°13) but what form the execution took is doubtful. 
Since the LXX, however, renders the same phrase in 3” of our 
text by duapedcoGjoera, and the Pesh. renders the MT in 2°, 37° 
literally, it seems best to regard the LX X in 2° as a free render- 
ing, as Th. (cs dmwriav éces@e) and the Vulg. (peribitis vos) 
certainly are. Instead of the loose rendering rapaderyparccOnoec be 
2°, the exact rendering would be, as in 3”, dcapedioOiceobe. In 
1 Esdras 6°! we have xpeynao@jva in a similar context. Hence 
the punishment may have been hanging followed by quartering. 
In Ezra 6" the punishment appears to be crucifixion. 

To return to the MT, the word 073 is the Persian dudam, 
in Zend haf#dama. From the noun is derived the Aramaic verb 
O37 (similarly in Syriac), ‘to dismember’. 

Your houses 22, On the daghesh forte in n and the metheg 
under the preceding letter, see Kautzsch, Gram., §§ 63: 12, 2, é 

Be made a dunghill. Cf. 3°, Ezra 6'1. This was the greatest 
_ disgrace that could be inflicted on the memory of the persons 

executed. Here again the LXX presupposes quite a different 
text, for it reads avadnpOjoera ipay ra tmdpxovta eis 7d BacidKdy. 
This is the text presupposed in Ezra 61! by the Vulgate, 
‘domus autem ejus publicetur’, and here (2°) ‘domus vestrae 
publicabuntur’. See also 1 Esdras 6%}, kpepacOjvat kai ra indpxovra 


Aa % 
avtov etvat BamwAcka, 
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2°, Rewards. 7711) is said to be derived from the Persian by 
Andreas in Marti’s Gram.', p. 79*. It recurs in 5!” and later in 
the Palestinian Targ., Deut. 23”. 

Therefore. jnb. On the various meanings of this word see 
note on 21}, 

2’, Its interpretation: i.e. AWE. So Th., Pesh., and Vulg. 
The MT has ‘the interpretation’ as in ver. 4. 

28, Of a certainty. For the construction 23°}, cf. OUP}? in 
247,, 128° recurs in 3%. 

Would gain time. The LXX and Th. render xaipov ipeis 
éfayopa¢ere. The same phrase (verb in mid.) is found in Eph. 5", 
Col. 4°. But the sense is different. In our text the object of 
the magicians is to temporize and defer the fatal moment: in 
St. Paul to utilize every present opportunity to the full. 

Because. On »7752p-5> see Introd., § 20. #, where it is shown 
that a long development lies behind this later form. +J/s gonet. 
See note on ver. 5. 

2°, The judgement upon you ts inevitable, literally, ‘there is but 
one law for you’. Here 7n with the x7 following is the same 
construction as in Cant. 69 ‘ny Nn nns ‘my dove... is one’, 
i.e. ‘the incomparable’, as in our text it is ‘the inevitable’, The 
word n+ is derived from the Persian data. It occurs frequently 
in Hebrew and Aramaic of the Persian period—Esther, Ezra, 
and Daniel, but not found in any of the numerous law docu- 
ments of the fifth-century Papyri B.c. 

For lying and corrupt words. 1 have here as in the R.V, taken 
this clause as a ground for the king’s forcible decision. But it 
could with Marti be taken as dependent on ‘I know’ in ver. 8. 

Lying, 1232. The word 355 occurs nine times in the Aram. 
Pap. Fifth Cent. It is of course the same as the Hebrew 313. 

Have concerted. The Qr. has here P2971) (Hithpa‘el): the 
Ad, PRIN (Haph‘el). 

Know, YU. Here in the imperfect of YT’ an epenthetic nun 
is inserted by way of compensation: Kautzsch, § 11. 2; § 43. 
16. Cf, YIIN 230, Py 414 and FBI for FAN in 491418, This is 
found also in the Targums, 

21°. The earth, The Aram. is Nnw3) = 7 énpd, ‘the dry land’ 
as in Gen. 1°, Jonah 1°, but here it is used generally of the 
earth. 

Can. 92% as 920 in 5/6 are imperfect Hoph‘als. Marti treats 
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them as Hebraisms (Gram.’, § 59 6. 2). The true Aramaic form 
occurs: in: 9”? DD, In 21° the Massoretes allowed the false 
Hebraism to remain and in 5}* corrected it wrongly into byan. 

No king, be he never so great and mighty, or no great and 
mighty king. ‘Great King’ was a title borne by the kings of 
Assyria: cf. 2 Kings 188, The phrase in our text appears 
to be a reminiscence of the old Assyrian-Babylonian title. 

King. 422 here, {28 234, poy 2 ie ay pon 4°, are regarded 
as Hebraisms: Kautzsch, Gram., § 54. 1, 2°. 

2. Difficult, The LXX gives a duplicate rendering of 
the Aramaic word, fapis «ai énidoéos. p has both these 
meanings in Ah. 93, 95, 111, 130 (see Cowley, pp. 215, 216, 
217). p’ means ‘dear’, ‘costly’, ‘precious’ in Hebrew, 
but not ‘honourable’. In Ezra 4'° it does mean ‘honourable’: 
cf. our text 237, 51820, 714, where 1?! means ‘honour’. So far as 
it goes, this is an argument in favour of the LXX being made 
from an Aramaic original. 

Except. So wd after a negative here and in 3%, 6%§. Cf. 
Cowley, 8", 131, 1557, &c. _In 2% it = ‘but’. So also Cowley, 
g°%9? In Ezra 5! it means ‘however’ without a preceding 
negative: cf. Cowley 34°. In 26°, 474 it = ‘therefore’. 

212-16, The king gives orders that all the wise men should 
be slain. Atthe request of Daniel the execution of this command 
is adjourned. Daniel, who with his companions was regarded 
as belonging to the guild of the wise men, promises to find an 
answer to the king’s questions if he is granted time. 

2", The decree went forth, DPB1 8NI. The rendering 76 Sdéypa 
eéndbe is almost identical with Luke 2? e&jAde ddypa. 

That the wise men should. be slain, Literally, ‘and the wise 
men were to be slain’. Here Th. followed by the Vulg. 
wrongly renders dmexrévvovro, The passive participle dypno 
here does not express a completed act, as it generally does, but 
as in Hebrew (Ges.-Kautzsch, § 116e) it has a gerundive or 
future meaning. Thus the LXX expresses, though freely, the 
thought of our author: édoypatic6n mavras droxreivat, See Kautzsch, 
Gram. § 76, 3. The Aramaic idiom here represents, in a 
co-ordinate clause, what would naturally be represented in 
a dependent and final clause after a verb of commanding. Cf. 
Ezra 64; 

+Sought Daniel and his companions to be slaint. The con- 

3266 D 
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struction here appears to be an illegitimate combination of two 
constructions. Hence it is reasonable to infer a corruption of 
the text. Moreover, the LXX and Vulg. represent one con- 
struction, while Th. and Syr. represent the other. Now the 
LXX has éfyrién 8€ 6 Aap kai mdvres of per’ adrod xdpw Tod ovva- 
modécba, i.e. ‘Daniel and his companions were sought to be 
slain’. Th., on the other hand, é{yrjoav AavjA kai 7, pidovs adrod 
dvedeiv, ie. ‘they sought D. and his friends to slay (them)’. 
We have, therefore, either to change the vocalization of ‘¥2 
(= etirnoav) into W3, i.e. the passive of the Peal: cf. 12) 37!— 
a suggestion of Marti’s, who made it without noticing that it 
had the support of two Versions: or emend mbypnad into nbypd 
as in the next verse, and so arrive at the text presupposed by 
Th. and Pesh., i.e. ‘they sought D. and his companions to slay 
(them)’. 

24, Then. }183 is used by our author to introduce a new 
section or paragraph. Not so 4s of which it is compounded. 

Returned answer with counsel and prudence. In Prov. 261° the 
same phrase is found in Hebrew OY ‘21D. 

Arioch, An ancient Babylonian name—generally taken to be 
a corruption of Eri-aku, ‘servant of the moon-god’. It is found 
in Gen. 141 as the name of an ancient king of Ellasar (in South 
Babylonia), whence it is probably borrowed both here and in 
Judith 1°. According to Sayce in Hastings’s B.D. the name 
was of the Sumerian period, but not of the later—Nebuchad- 
nezzar’s. 

Captain of the guard, sn3v 34. This expression occurs in 
2 Kings 258 849, Jer. 39°, 52}2 509, and as o’napn-aw in Gen. 37°, 
39', &c. The word 8°20 here rendered ‘ guard’ originally meant 
‘slaughterers’ or ‘butchers’ (of animals). Some trace of this 
may remain in rt Sam. g??4, where, as in Arabic, it has the 
signification of ‘cook’. The LXX and Th. in the present 
passage reproduce this meaning and render dpyipdyetpos—a ren- 
dering found also in Jubilees 3411, 39%. In later times this 
official was the captain of the king’s life guard. 

2), Severe, or ‘harsh’. The LXX renders m«xpés, Th. 
avaidjs, FBS contracted MYND 3°2—the Haphel participle 
of Ayn. 

2'6, Went in. The Aram. verb is the equivalent of the 
Hebrew mya. Appoint, jn». Cf. nN Ezra 72°. This verb 
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appears only in the Imperfect and the Infinitive. In 4" of our 
text the ) is assimilated as in the Targums. Cf. 728, ver. 9. 

And (so) it would be his task to show the king the interpretation. 
This appears to be the only right rendering of mynnd sway 
xabnb. The Versions vary. The Vulg. omits the ) and renders 
ad solutionem indicandam regi. But this is only shirking the 
difficulty. Syr (i.e. LXX) and the Pesh. render kai dydoce (in 
Cod. 87 we have dndaon). Th. cai... dvayyeidy” The last rendering 
is obviously wrong. Our author does not make such an absurd 
statement as ‘ Daniel implored the king to give him time that he 
(Daniel) would show the king, &c.’. Yet Kautzsch, § 102, and 
most scholars take it to be a final clause. But this seems 
wrong, and this last clause is co-ordinated with, and not subor- 
dinated to, the two preceding clauses ‘went in’ and ‘implored 
the king’. It does not represent Daniel’s request, but rather 
Daniel's promise to the king—‘I will (it is my task to) show the 
king’. The same construction recurs in ver. 18, where it 
expresses the sense of obligation as in 5%. Daniel said to 
his companions: ‘You are to beseech compassion’, (nx) 
nyam5 pons. In the indirect this becomes literally, ‘Daniel 
went and made known the matter to his companions, and so 
they undertook to beseech compassion’. On this construction 
in Hebrew and in Aramaic as early as Ezra, see Introd., § 20. ¢. 

27-28, In answer to the prayers of Daniel and his com- 
panions the secret is revealed to him in a vision of the night, 
and thanksgiving is offered by him in a hymn for the mercy 
vouchsafed. 

218, And (so) tt was their task to implore compassion, DYN 
ny2n5, It is impossible to render this idiom literally in English. 
The early Greek and Latin translators experienced exactly the 
same difficulty. The LXX attempts to render this idiom in 
half a dozen of different ways. The Vulg. evades the difficulty by 
rendering ut quaererent: soalsothe Pesh. The LXX presupposes 
a different text. Th. comes nearest the meaning of this idiom: 
kat oiktippovs e(nrovv. This idiom here and in 2!° may be a 
Hebraism in Aramaic : but see Introd., § 20.4. Also my Comm. 
on Revelation, i. 321-2. 

The God of heaven. Cf. 2198744; Ezra 12, 51412, 69, Neh. 14°, 
2420 + Enoch 106° (cf. 13*), Tob. 104, Judith 58, 61%, Rev. 111%, 
164, This phrase is found in Gen, 24", but after the Exile it 
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became a favourite designation of God owing to the growing 
transcendence of Jewish thought regarding God. See note 
on 479, 

29, Secret. 17 is a Persian loan-word 

Was... revealed. 3 , so punctuated in 2*°, is the Pe'll, the 
jiassive of the Pe‘al. It is here punctuated as Da, and is to be 
distinguished from the passive participle 823. 

The vision of the night. For the Hebrew form of this phrase, 
see Isa. 29’: cf. Job 418, 714, 208 stn an emphatic of 11 is 
used, as the particular form in which the revelation was made 
is definitely stated. 

220-23, Daniel's hymn of praise consists of four stanzas of 
tristichs and tetrastichs which alternate with each other. 

270, Blessed be . . . God from everlasting to everlasting. 
Literally reproduced here in Aramaic from Ps. 41% But 
Neh. 9° may have been in the mind of the writer, ‘Bless the 
Lord your God from everlasting to everlasting, and let them 
bless thy glorious name’. 

The name of God. This is equivalent to the Being of God— 
as revealed or manifested in His dealings with men. Scholars 
in the past have referred to Cant. 37 MbSvby inten: also 1° as 
pleonastic expressions of the genitive in illustration of 7 7DY 
NTON in our text. The idiom in Cant. 37 is an Aramaic one, 
though approximations to it are found in Hebrew: see Ges.- 
Kautzsch, § 129 h and § 135 m(foot-note). But that this pleonastic 
method of expressing the genitive is as old as the fifth century 
B. C. can now be proved from Cowley: see 30!°, 4614; Ah. 3, 47, 
55: Beh. 2-3, 5, 13, 28. It is found in an Aram. inscription of 
fifth-fourth cent. B. c. in Cilicia : see Cooke 687. This idiom is 
quite frequent in Syriac. Since, however, it is not uncommon 
also in Ethiopic (see Dillmann’s Gram. d. Aethiopischen Sprache, 
§ 186. 5(6): Praetorius, Aethiopische Gram., § 133) it is not 
impossible that it was a primitive Semitic idiom. 

Wisdom and might are his. This sentence is found in 
Job 1218, save that our text connects with the first clause of 
1213 the 9 that belongs to the second clause. The Targum of 
Job reads almost letter for letter as our text 3 NNW) xndain, 
though it rightly connects the last word with the clause that 
follows. 

The wisdom and the might of God are the theme of the 
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lines that follow. In 27!*> the exhibition of God’s might is 
represented, and in 271¢422 examples of His wisdom. These 
attributes are in some measure delegated to Daniel in 2” to 
meet the present difficulty, though it is difficult to see how the 
divine might is exercised by Daniel here. The LXX relieves 
the text of this difficulty by reading codiay cai ppdvnow in 28, 
though herein it stands alone against the MT, Th., Pesh., 
Vulg. On the other hand in 22° Th. stands alone in reading 
1) copia kai H ovveois, Where ovveors is probably corrupt for dvvapyis-— 
the reading of Q. 

2°1, The times of the world are in the hands of God, and all 
power and wisdom come from him. 

The seasons and the times (win sry). So LXX and Th. 
kaipods kai ypdvous. The ‘seasons’ are critical periods in the 
space of time as such, which are determined by God. Cf. 
Acts 1778 épicas mporeraypévous katpovs. This distinction appears 
in Neh. 10% «is xacpods xpdvev. In 7! of our text the order of 
the Aramaic words is reversed jy) jot, and so the LXX xpdvov 
kai katpod. The phrase has probably been borrowed in Acts 1’, 
1 Thess. 5! from our text. But it should be observed that 
a definite distinction between these words cannot be established 
either on the ground of etymology or use. The Targums 
generally reproduce sy} by jor and ny by joy. 

Removeth kings and setteth up kings. Though ‘kings’ (1) is 
omitted by LXX, Th., and Vulg., the number of beats require it. 
Cf. 2 Chron. 20° ‘Art not thou ruler over all the kingdoms of 
the nations ?’ 

Giveth wisdom. Cf. Sir. 11 raca codia mapa kvpiov. Wisdom is 
given to him that already possesses it in some measure, and 
knowledge to them that study to have understanding. Cf. 
Prowigs 

2°2, Revealeth the deep... things. Cf. Job 12, where this 
phrase is found. 

812. So the Kt, which the Qr. corrects into 8159), which 
is the ordinary form in the later Jewish Aramaic (cf. Dalman, 
Gram., § 28. 6). The absolute form 72 occurs in 514", 

What. Here 7» as in Ezra 6° can be used as the equivalent 
of 7, just as in the Aram. Pap. (see Cowley 38%", Ah. 79, 


163, 177). 
Dwelleth, ® VW is here a participle, passive in form but not 
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so in meaning. ‘This use of the passive participle is frequent 
in Syriac, e.g. kéne “having obtained”... as contrasted with 
kané “ obtaining ’—similar is Hebrew via) “having put on”’ 
(Bevan). Cf. Ndldeke, Syr. Gram., § 280. The thought of the 
clause is put conversely in 1 John 17 airés éorw ev 7 ori, and in 
aim, 618, 

273, God of my fathers. This phrase occurs in 2 Chron. 20° 
as ‘God of our fathers’, and in Deut. 171, 6%, 12!, 267, &c. as 
‘God of thy fathers’. Daniel closes his hymn with a thanks- 
giving to the God who, unchanged among all the changes and 
chances of the world’s history, had always been the Defender 
and Saviour of His people. Daniel uses these words in 
remembrance of the great deliverances Yahweh had wrought 
for Israel in the past. Cf. 2 Chron. 20% 7%. ‘N38, and not 
the Hebraized “N038, is to be read. 

Wisdom and insight. I have here followed the LXX, which 
reads gopiav xai gdpévnow. The corruption can be explained 
through a scribe’s assimilation of the phrase here to that in 2?°. 
ppdynors implies anoay (cf. 117 where it is a rendering of the 
Hebrew Sawn), which our author uses in 5'4214. The MT 
reads xnA). 

Hast given. With the shortened form 737%, which is given 
by Ginsburg and Strack, we may compare PAPA 419, NITY 43%, 
and mDBYA 5”%. Marti edits 9203, and certainly the longer form 
is more usual in Biblical Aramaic: cf. 10MM d7s in 2%. 

Hast made known, i.e. 8AYT7 (so most editions). The MT 
has SAY, which Marti, Gram.*, § 506 (foot-note) regards as 
a Hebraism, but Kautzsch, § 37. 2, as a pausal form of N2AyTIN 
which gives the correct form of the first personal suffix with 
pathach. 

274-30, Daniel 1s brought at his own request by Arioch into the 
hing’s presence, and declares hts readiness to make known the dream 
and tts interpretations. 

24, Went in. According to Loehr to Hebrew MSS. omit 
>Y, but he adds wrongly that the LXX and Th. do so also; 
for the LXX, Th., and Vulg. support ‘went in’ by their 
respective renderings «iondOe, jer, and ingressus, but all three 
omit ON, which is the ninth word later in the Aramaic text. 
Marti agrees with Loehr, and treats the verb >Y as a dittograph 
of the preposition °Y which follows. He further adds that 518 
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often stands at the close of the sentence in Aramaic. The last 
argument is of no weight. Outside the present passage in 
Biblical Aramaic 5 stands at the beginning of three clauses. 
D 6%, E 4%, 58, and at the close in two, D 217, 62, But the 
LXX, Th., and Vulg. are against the omission of 5y, as we have 
just seen. Only the Pesh. supports the MT with both Sy and 
Six. The MT cannot, so far as the Versions go, be older 
than the Pesh. It should be noted also that the LXX renders 
the neuter and active moods of Sy by «ioépyeoOa: or eiodyev, but 
tx by arepxeoOat OF mopevecba. It is true that the Haph‘el of bby 
is followed by 5 with acc. of person in 2%, or by acc. without 5 
6°. Hence the fact that the Pe‘al is followed by by with person 
is not surprising. This construction is found in the Targ. of 
Isa. 544, but not in the Fifth Cent. Papyri. This preposition 
(= Hebrew by) is used in 67 in the same sense as it is used here. 
Even in Hebrew 5y is used in a few passages after x13 (of which 
bby is the Aram. equivalent): cf. 2 Sam. 154, 1 Chron. 122324, 
and after 7$n in 1 Sam. 2". In Jer. too by is used appa- 
rently interchangeably with by in the Hebrew. 

Had appointed. ‘3 (cf. 2*°, 31%) is found in this sense in the 
Aram. Pap. See Cowley 27°, Ah. 37, and also in the sense of 
‘to number’ in 214, as also in our text 57°. 

[He went.| See preceding note. 

Bring mein. In YT the suffix is added directly to the verb, 
without the pathach which generally precedes the suffix. Cf. 
fD2arw in 3) and i2228% in E 722, which Marti (Gram.%, § 50 8, 
note 2) calls energetic Haph‘el imperfects with i>”. 

2°, Brought in—?yi3, See note on 2’ on the epenthetic nun. 

Said thus unto him. We should expect ‘said thus before 
him’, but our author has used the phrase ‘ before the king’ in 
the preceding clause: see notes on 3°, 67%, and Introd. 

I have found. 103%. This form of the Haph‘el is due to the 
throwing back of the tone (as in 13M 2°4 for NN) and the 
influence of the guttural n. 

Children of the exiles. Cf. 13, where the text has been restored 
by the help of Th. (and the LXX), together with this passage. 

Judah, i.e. Judaea. 1 is found in the Aram. Pap.: see 
Cowley 301, 3118. Bevan and Marti (Gram.°, § 686) take this 
to be a secondary formation from "117, and to mean collectively 
‘the Jews’. But the Avram. Pap. are decisively in favour of its 
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being a territorial designation. So also the LXX, Th., and 
Vulg. in this passage. 

The interpretation =the dream and its interpretation as in 
216,24, 

25, Able. Sma has been taken by Bevan, Behrmann, and 
others to be a secondary formation from the Hebrew Si and 
55». Indeed Behrmann and Prince assert that it is peculiar to 
Daniel, its subsequent appearance in the Targums being due to 
Daniel. But this word is found nearly a score of times in the 
Aram. Pap. of the fifth century. 

228, Itts not wise men, &c. The separation of the negative 
from the verb is done with an object. It is placed before 
‘wise men, enchanters, &c.’ to emphasize that they cannot, but 
God can, make known what the king requires. 

Determiners. See note on 2?. 

2°89 Jn the latter days (NYO NINN = Hebrew O'%"7 N’anNa = 
in Targums Nx». 4)D3), lit. ‘in the end of the days’. The 
meaning of this phrase, which occurs fourteen times in the O.T., 
varies according to the outlook of the writer. In Gen. 4g}, 
Num. 24!4, Deut. 317° (49°), Dan. ro! it is used of various crises 
in Israel’s history from the settlement in Canaan onwards down 
to the time of Antiochus Epiphanes. In other passages, as in 
Ezek, 3816, Hos. 3% Isa..27 (= Mic. 47), Jer. 48", Dan. 2" acy 
it refers to events and periods still in the future connected with 
the Messianic age. This biblical phrase recurs in the Zadokite 
Fragments 6%, 8'°, 2 Bar. 10%, 251. It assumes many forms: 
‘the end of the ages’, T. Lev. 141, 2 Bar. 59°; ‘the last days’, 
4 Ezra 1318; ‘the consummation of the time(s)’, 2 Bar. 13%, 199, 
21°, 2715) 29%, 90°, 359%; ‘the: time of the end’) Danwrs*> *the 
end’, Dan. 77°; ‘the end of the first age’, 4 Ezra 67; ‘the end 
of this age’, 4 Ezra 6", For further forms of this phrase see 
the Index to my edition of the Apoc. and Pseudep., vol. ii, under 
such headings as ‘Consummated’, ‘Day’, ‘End’, ‘Hours’, 
“Times”, 

The above phrases exhibit different nuances according to the 
contexts in which they occur, but they all agree in having an 
eschatological meaning. But there is another point to be 
remarked. The phrase in our text is an early Hebraism; for 
in all the passages in the O.T. where the Targums reproduce 
it they render ns by AND. 
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King Nebuchadnezzar (so LXX and Th). This order of the 
words is not found in Aramaic before the time of our author. 
In the Aram. Papyri of the fifth century B.c. the order is 
invariably ‘N. the King’. So also in Ezra. Hence so far as 
our text gives the above order, it is unquestionably late. See 
note on 3°, where it gives the right order: also Introd. 

2°, As for thee, O king. These words follow naturally on 
2*8P; 2°8¢ is clearly an intrusion in its present position, but full 
of significance if restored after 2°°, 

Afterwards, 777 ‘MN. “ns used to be regarded as a 
Hebraism for "nx3, but it is of frequent occurrence in the 
Aram. Pap. 

2°°, But as for me. These words following ‘as for thee, 
O king’, ver. 29, bring prominently before us the two chief actors 
in the scene. 

Here, as Joseph in Gen. 411°, Daniel declares that the power 
of interpretation comes not of his own wisdom but from God. 

Is... revealed. vba, See note on 21%. 

To the intent that. “wna by. Cf. Eccles. ray eidyrexe 

May be made known. jry7n» ‘they shall make known’. The 
3rd pers. pl. active is often used where in English we should 
use a 3rd sing. passive, and so LXX rightly renders évexev rod 
dnwbiva tO“Baordet. This use of the plural recurs in 34, 41%,(16):22 
(25),29(32), 520,29. Jt is,as Bevan remarks, a favourite construction 
in the Mishnah. 

28°, J have restored this sentence to its most reasonable 
place after 29°. It forms an immediate introduction to 21844 
The text underwent corruption early and likewise transposition. 
Thus the LXX omits through hmt. 27-2, i.e. what appears in 
MT, Th., Vulg. as 16 évinndy cov... peta ravra, But happily it 
has been preserved in Syro-Hexaplar version of Paul of Tella. 
It is as follows : Bacitev ets Tov avwva (Ot. To evumTMoy Kat TO Cpapa TNS 
ketbaAdns gov emt THS KOLTNS TOV TOUTV EOTL’ GV Baowhev katakdbers eme TS 
KOLTNS Dov Eewpakas TavTa oga bet yeveo Oa: €ml EDXATWY TOY NMEPOYV, Where 
the text has 1p" qaawn dy yoyyn, Syr® has as its equivalent 
karakdibels emt tas Koirns cov édpaxas. It seems impossible to 
recover the original here. It is noteworthy that the Vulgate 
translator experienced a difficulty here, since it reads as follows: 
‘cogitare coepisti in strato tuo’. In the midst of this confusion 
and doubt it will perhaps be most prudent to retain Sp and 
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regard it as defective, for the phrase we actually find in the Syr. 
Version of this passage—a well-known O.T. expression. Cf. 
325 by "p Isa. 652’, Jer. 316, Ezek. 38° (q25 Sy + + dy). The 
same phrase recurs in 4 Ezra 32, ‘cogitationes meae ascendebant 
super cor meum’: Acts 72%. The heart was regarded as the 
seat of thought by our author as by the Hebrew writers: cf. 2°° 
‘thoughts of thy heart’: also 77%. The seat of visions, however, 
was the head: cf. 2%8, 42710 71,15, This expression I cannot 
find before Daniel. The older prophets would have spoken of 
a5 nn as Jer. 231°. Inthe Aram. Pap. 125 is used as the seat 
of emotion and thought: see Cowley, p. 294. wn is never so 
used in the Papyri. 

Thy dream and the visions of thy head... are these. 
These words can claim only here to be in their appropriate 
context. On grammatical grounds Marti raises the objection 
that sin m4 can only refer to Jo5n, But, as Kautzsch (§ 97. 1 
(5)) points out, the connexion between the subject and predicate 
is at times so loose as to amount to an anacoluthon. On 7', 
where the same two phrases recur, Bevan regards ‘the visions 
of thy head’ as a further specification of the dream. 

Visions of thy head. See close of first paragraph on 27° 

291-36, ‘Thecking’s dream: 

2°1, Behold. XN also in 471°, 78—and the form of nN 7257718, 
in is found in an inscription (4th cent. B.c.) on a fragment of 
pottery at Elephantine. SeecClS. 1. 197, At. BteeAssor 
Lett. 9, 11; 23 (7th cent.) : Cf Lidz. Eph.ii, 90. 

A. 1m has here the meaning of the indefinite article as in 
Ezra 4°. But it has this meaning also in the Aram. Pap.: see 
Cowley 301", &c. The Hebrew ‘nx is similarly used in 1 Sam. 
67, 2445, : Kings 194. 

Its brightness. Y is believed to be a loan-word from the 
Assyrian ‘zimu’, See Oxford Heb. Lex. 

2°. As for this image. Since xin is not properly a demon- 
strative pronoun, its literal rendering would be ‘it, the image’, 
just as in 229 xo$~ Amos = ‘thou the king’. 

His breast. snyin from "in found in the Syr., Targums, and 
New Hebrew. In Hebrew the form is 719, which is used only 
of sacrificial animals: Exod. 292°, Lev. 73°, &c.: so also in the 
Targums. The root occurs in Arabic. See Kautzsch, § to. 1 (a). 

His belly. sy has the same meaning here as pyn in Cant. 5". 
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2°°, Part... part. Qr. reads here pa + ** pny. This 
idiom is not found so far as I am aware in Earlier Aramaic. 
It is found exactly as here in the Syr. of 2 Tim. 2°. In our 
text it recurs in 241, 

Clay. pn is found in most of the Semitic languages. 

2**, Was cut out. 393 as PIT, which follows in the next 
clause, and N}P8 5'° are segholate formations for NIT, &c. 
Behrmann thinks that jax is a Hebrew loan-word here. But 
it is found in the Aram. Pap. fifth cent. frequently. 

From a mountain. After }28 we should restore the lost 
phrase WS with the LXX, Th. and Joseph., Avzé. x. ro. 4, all 
of which read here éé épovs after \i6os, The Vulg. supports these 
Versions by reading ‘de monte’. The Aramaic text 2“ requires 
the above restoration; for there we find the emphatic form 
8TH, a fact which implies that the mountain in question was 
previously mentioned. 

Smote, Ginsburg and Baer read NM) instead of NOX. The 
verb itself is found in the Aram. Pap.: Cowley, Ah. 82. 

2°, The clay, the tron. I have with Th. thus changed the 
order of these two expressions. I have followed Th. against 
the MT, LXX, Vulg. on the two following grounds. The 
first is that in 2%, where the same text recurs, the LXX, Th., 
and Vulg. attest the order given in Th. in 2%. The second is 
still stronger. If we look back to 2°%%3 we see that the consti- 
tuents of the image are mentioned in the following order 
(according to the MT and all the versions) as the narrator 
enumerates them from the head to the feet—head of gold, arms 
of silver, belly of brass, legs of iron, feet of iron and clay. 
Now, if the narrator wishes to enumerate afresh these sub- 
stances, he would do so naturally, either in the order already 
given from the head downwards (as Joseph., Ant. x. 10. 4)— 
gold, silver, brass, iron, clay; or since the destruction began 
with the feet of clay, he would more fittingly enumerate them 
backwards, i.e. from the feet upwards. Thus we should have 
clay, iron, brass, silver, gold, as in Th. in 2%, and in the LXX, 
Th., and Vulg. in 2%. Accordingly both in 2* and likewise in 
2* the order of the MT must be corrected as we have above 
seen. We may remark that the Pesh. follows the MT in 
both verses, and that Joseph, Amt. x. 10. 4, omits the clay 
constituent. 
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Broken in pieces—P1 to be so punctuated from PP7. See 
Kautzsch, § 46. 3: Marti, Gram.*, § 66. 

Together. 103. This idiom is found in Aram. Pap.: 
Cowley 28°: also in late Hebrew tnN2—Ezra 2%, 3°, Eccles. 
11°, Isa. 6525, In the Classical Hebrew the phrase was ‘Ji. 
It is rendered by Th. by «is dra, and by the LXX by 4ya or 
éuov, as also in Isa. 65, It must not be confounded, as it has 
been by some scholars, with the Greek classical phrase xaé’ éva 
or xa6’ &va ékacrov = ‘one by one’. The Hebrew for the latter 
would be tnx Inxd Isa. 27!?: cf. Eccles. 727. 

Threshing-floors. 78 occurs here for the first time, but it is 
of common occurrence in later Aramaic (Targums and Syr.). 

Summer. wp where Hebrew is pp, just as 10 (=mountain) 
is the equivalent of the Hebrew “vy. 

No place was found for them. Reproduced exactly in Rev. 204 
ténos odx etpebn airois. Behrmann, followed by Marti, attaches to 
‘ns the meaning of ‘trace’ by connecting it with an Arabic root. 
But AS does not admit of this meaning in Aramaic. In 
Aramaic it means ‘place’ as in Ezra 5", 6°". It is also found 
in Aram. Pap. fifth cent. The LXX has here dure pydev xara- 
AeePOnva €€ a’rév. Here the translator did not find \nw in his text. 
But there is a further anomaly. Seemingly the translator has 
rendered N3AWH as if it were a Hebrew word, the Hithp. of 
nav, which in Hebrew means ‘to forget’, but in Aramaic ‘to 
find’. The Hebrew verb is twice rendered by xaradeivw in the 
LXX in Isa, 17!°, 23), just as in our text. This slip is strange, 
seeing that several times (cf. 2%°) in this book the translator 
renders it correctly. Hence we are obliged to assume the other 
alternative, and this is that instead of nanwn the translator found 
the corrupt form p’anwn. 

Filled. nNDD (so Baer and Bevan): Ginsburg and Strack read 
nN. 

A great mountqin. This is a symbol of the Messianic king- 
dom: cf. Ezek. 1722724, 

2°65, The interpretation of the dream. 

2°", We will tell. Daniel here acknowledges the spiritual help 
of his friends 21°, just as in 2'7 he asks them to implore the help 
of God: in 275 he acknowledges that God has made known to 
them the thing they besought of Him. It follows naturally, 
therefore, that 17°! should be restored to its right position 
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after 2*°*; for in 12°-21 we are told that the king found Daniel 
and his three brethren ten times better than all the wise men 
of Babylon. The interpretation of the dream by Daniel with 
the help of his three brethren justifies this conclusion of the 
king. 

2°", King of kings. This was the usual title of the Persian 
kings: cf. Ezra 7!*. It is applied to Nebuchadnezzar in Ezek. 
26’, though ‘ Great king’ was the usual title among the Assy- 
rians: cf. Isa. 36*. Bertholet and others doubt the genuineness 
of the title in Ezek. 

Unto whom the God of heaven hath given. As already in 2? 
our author declares that all kings owe their sovereignty to God, 
This was already the assured belief of Jeremiah, 25°, 27°, as 
well as of the later Isaiah, 4478, 45}. 

2°°, Wheresoever the children of men dwell... hath he given 
into thy hand. The Aramaic of this clause was a source of 
difficulty to the Greek, Syriac, and Latin translators, as it has 
been some of our modern scholars. The Aramaic of the MT 
is as follows: Nwox 92 pass 1553. The difficulty jies in 9 552. 
Pesh. and Vulg. presupposes Nw2x 123 12 PANT "Tans 53, save that 
the Vulg. omits ans. But Th., which reads év marti rér@ drov 
katoikodaw oi viol Tr, avOp., Supports the Pesh. save that it does not 
omit 3 before 53. The LXX renders freely v maon ti oikoupevy 
a6 avOporev. All these versions define the extent of the sphere 
over which the king rules. Hence it follows that the definition 
of this sphere is given in the phrase 5 $93, which the English 
Bible has rendered by ‘wheresoever’. But Marti questions 
this rendering, and both he and Behrmann maintain that we 
have here an anacolouthon. They explain this anacolouthon 
by suggesting that, when our author began with 1 523, he was 
intending to make these words the object of the second verb 
jo5vn, but then, without thought of what he had already written, 
inserted 7'2 3m’. He then resumed the various things subject 
to the king’s sway under the phrase nndaa. But this explana- 
tion lands us in the following impossible text: ‘Over all that 
dwell, the sons of men... he hath made thee torule’. This 
gives no sense. The sphere of the king’s rule is not defined. 
It is said to be ‘men that dwell’. But where do they dwell ? 
Hence we must find the note of locality in 593, and the whole 
clause that it introduces must be taken loosely as the object of 
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Piao. fF S93 is a difficult phrase, but it is not beyond ex- 
planation. ‘4 in Ezra 63 = ‘where’, but the Hebrew relative 
wx never has this meaning. Hence when we find 1ws2 
meaning ‘where’ in Hebrew (Ruth 1117, Job 39%°, Eccles. 8%), 
it is due to the 3. In Hebrew we find an exact parallel to 
v3 553, ie. wwe 592 in Joshua 17, Judges 215, &c., but in every 
passage this latter phrase means not ‘where’ but ‘whither’. 
Hence the Hebrew and the Aramaic phrases differ in meaning, 
though each individual particle of the phrase in the one has the 
same general meaning as in the other. Since the Pesh. 
presupposes 7 “NN S3, and Th. and the LXX presuppose 
1 ans 553, it is not improbable that the text once read as baa 
J Inx—which would not however differ in meaning from the MT. 

Dwell. ‘Instead of the older }N7* * the Ov. has p77, which 
is the ordinary form in Syriac, cf. also poxp (Ox pop) 33, PyNt 
(Or. pt) 51° ... but in the stat. emph. of the Plural the »& is 
allowed to stand (x’pxp 7}°).2 Bevan. See Kautzsch, § 45. 3 d: 
Marti, § 13 6. Formations without 8 appear to have maintained 
themselves in use exclusively as nouns. 

The beasts of the field. Derived from Jer. 27°, 28%. 

The fowls of heaven. Cf. Judith 117, 1 Bar. 31°17, The latter 
passage refers implicitly to Nebuchadnezzar and so to our text. 

2°°, The second and third kingdoms, which are here briefly 
referred to, are the Median and Persian. According to the 
view of our author Darius ‘the Mede’ (5°14, 9!, 111) received the 
kingdom on the overthrow of Belshazzar. How long he reigned 
we are not told. Only his first year is referred to definitely in 
71. On his death he was succeeded by Cyrus ‘the Persian’ 
(68, 10o'), The Median kingdom is said in this verse to be 
inferior to the Assyrian, and in 8° to the Persian. 

Another. ‘ns the absol. stat. feminine of ans. Then has 
been lost as in 391 for manpD, 

Inferior to thee, 122 syns“. Cf. Targ. on Ruth 4! jp yas: also 
1a) NDY 6° of our text. 

2‘°. Our author becomes more definite in his account of the 
Fourth Empire—the Macedonian. This kingdom is symbolized 
by iron in reference to its power under its founder Alexander. 
Its division into several kingdoms and the relative strength and 
weakness of these are symbolized by the mingling of iron and 
clay. 
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Shall be strong as tron. By an oversight the LXX omitted 
os 6 otdypos, which was restored to it from Th. most prob- 
ably. 

forasmuch as tron breaketh in pieces and shattereth all things : 
[and as tron that crusheth| all these (yyr>-9 KdnD) shall it break 
in pieces and crush. So the MT, which is obviously corrupt. 
The clause in brackets is either a dittograph of the preceding 
clause, or it is possibly a corruption of a phrase belonging to 
the close of the verse, the original of which is found only in the 
LXX. In any case the clause in brackets must be rejected. It 
has against it the united testimony of Th., Pesh., and Vulg., 
which in all other respects support the MT, save that they 
presuppose {3 = ‘so’ before pdx 55. 

When this bracketed clause is excised, we must connect 
wbx 52 with the words that follow contrary to the accents, and 
we attain thereby a better text: ‘Forasmuch as iron breaketh 
in pieces and shattereth all things, (so) all these shall it break 
in pieces and crush’, 

But can this text be right? It certainly was the accepted 
text from A.D. 150 to 300. But it is hard to explain the corrupt 
text of the LXX from it. And still more important, ct does not 
supply the conclusion that the context requires. For what can the 
phrase ‘all these’ possibly mean? It does not mean the pre- 
ceding three world empires; for the fourth has already taken 
their place. Instead of the vague and unmeaning phrase ‘all 
these’, the preceding verses, with their clear definition of the extent 
of the sphere of rule exercised by the first and third empires, lead us 
to expect something equally clear and intelligible. As 2°° states 
that God had assigned the sovereignty over all men and beasts 
and birds under heaven to the first empire, and 2°° that the 
third empire should bear ‘rule over all the earth’, so here 21, 
since the fourth empire is described as being as ‘strong as iron 
that shattereth all things’, we should expect to find in 24° two 
statements; (1) that the fourth empire would be a destructive 
power: (2) that it would exercise this power over all that came 
beneath its sway, i.e. all the earth. Such is the conclusion that 
we are led to expect by what precedes. Now to justify this 
conclusion we can appeal to the LXX, which in this verse is 
otherwise very corrupt. 

The LXX reads as follows: domep 6 cidnpos 6 Sapdfwv mdvra Kai 
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1 gay dévdpov exxdrrav’ Kat cecOnoéra maca 7 yn. First of 


*os 6 aldnpos 
all, 8é8pov= >», which is obviously a corruption of by = ‘these’. 
Now if we omit és 6 oiSnpos and the preceding kai, the LX X reads: 
domep 6 cidnpos 6 Sapdtov mavra, wav td€vdpov't exxdmror. How did the 
éxxérrev Originate? Since the corruption in the Aramaic (oe = 
dévdpov) made the text meaningless, it led to the false correction 
of psn which precedes into 1739 = ékkérrov. Cf. 41! of our text, 
where the MT has actually this phrase Sra) (LXX éxxdware air, 
Th. éxxdare 7d dévdpov), Thus to begin with the LX X presupposes 
pan now by ods bun xdna Sap $5 = ‘Forasmuch as iron 
shattereth all things, all these shall it break in pieces’, Thus 
so far, the LX X presupposes a text agreeing word for word with 
the text presupposed by Th., Pesh., Vulg., save that it omits 
‘breaketh in pieces and’, and agrees with the MT. in reading 
the unsatisfactory ‘all these’ or the equally unsatisfactory ‘so 
all these’ with the Pesh. and Vulg. 

But the LX X adds the clause kai cetc@joerat raca 4 yj. Is this 
clause an interpolation or is it original? A comparison of this 
verse with 75 is in favour of the latter view. In both passages 
we have an interpretation of the fourth kingdom and its powers. 
In 773 this kingdom it is said ‘shall consume the whole earth... 
and break it in pieces’ (n2ptm** * Nyax 55 SoNn)). Surely this 
passage throws light on the last clause of this verse in the LXX 
kai veo Onoeta naca y yn. oeoOnoera(=YIN: cf. Targ. Is. 241°) is here 
wholly unsuitable, and implies a corruption in the Aramaic. YIM 
(intransitive), is an easy corruption of Y7M). But the reading of 
the MT raoa 4 y4 in the LXX still calls for explanation. Since Y7A 
is transitive we must read racay ri ya». But how are we to 
account for xyaw 59 (i.e. méoa § yi)? However it is to be 
explained, I accept it as the original text. The evidence of the 
LXX, where the translator was translating a corrupt and un- 
intelligible text, and of the almost perfect parallel in 723 sup- 
porting the reading xyns 53 is sufficiently convincing. It is 

Possible that even the MT preserves in the rejected clause 
yy 1 a corruption of the original text. Even the pds 55 (in 
the LXX jy 53) which the MT has preserved may be a cor- 
ruption of the original xy 53. It is a matter of demonstration 
that the Semitic MSS. of Daniel sometimes contained three 


' Originally wanting in LXX and supplied from some version. The metabolus 
is wanting in the MS, but not the asterisk, 
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different forms of this same phrase, two of which were corrupt. 
The translator of the LXX rendered literally the text he had 
before him, however corrupt. 

The conclusion of this long discussion then is that, whereas 
yy 1 of the Mass. must be rejected either as a dittograph of 
a preceding phrase or rather as a corruption of xyiw 55, we must 
further excise pox b> in MT, Th., Pesh., Vulg. as a corrupt 
dittograph of the same phrase. The LXX alone preserves the 
original phrase, but, as is frequently the case in this version, it 
also contains in sx 5> another corruption of the same phrase. 

We have thus arrived at the following satisfactory text: ‘And 
the fourth kingdom shall be strong as iron: forasmuch as iron 
breaketh in pieces and shattereth all things, so shall it break in 
pieces and crush the whole earth.’ 

a.. Whereas. So also in 24%, 4223, 

Part. On 729 see 233 above, and 242 following. 

A divided kingdom. These words refer to the dismemberment 
of Alexander’s kingdom among his Diadochi. See 11° note. 

Strength. The dismembered kingdom shall still possess 
elements of strength since together with clay iron forms a main 
constituent of the feet. Nnay) ‘strength’: cf. the root in )y', 
2%, 2°, 613, 716, This is the more likely meaning than that of 
‘root’ as in Th., Pesh. 

Miry clay. “yw is possibly a gloss. Th. omits. But the LXX, 
Pesh., and Vulg. attest it. 

242-43, These two verses are omitted by Josephus, Azz. x. 10. 4. 

2*2, Part. nyp-yo. Cf. 1% This expression is identical in 
meaning with 73 that follows. It is found in the Avram. Pap., 
Cowley, 29%, 35+. 

2*3, This verse refers to the marriages between the Seleucidae 
(i.e. the iron) and the Ptolemies (i. e. the clay). For the details 
see notes on 11617, 

They shall mingle themselves, i.e. by marriage alliances. The 
kingdoms are here regarded as impersonated in their kings. 
Hence the masculine. 

On the form rine, see Introd., § 20. s. 

Seed of men. ‘The phrase xwix yor may be derived from 
Jenort 

Even as. In "12°N3 we have a demonstrative particle prefixed 
to 2 for greater definiteness. So Oxf. Heb. Lex. 

3266 E 
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244, In the days: i.e. of the Seleucidae, more particularly of 
Antiochus Epiphanes (175-164 B.c.) during whose reign the 
advent of the kingdom was expected. 

Those. jx. See Introd., § 20. 4. 

Shall... set up. O°’. Here as in 4% we have the shorter 
form of this verb. Cf. npn 6°: in 521, 61° the fuller form DYpn’ 
(see Kautzsch, § 45. 4 8). 

The kingdom: i.e. 703299, The LXX has airy 4 Baoidela, 
which supports the text and rendering. Th. reads 7 Bacvheia 
airod, i, e. Aaa This is followed by the R.V. which renders 
‘the sovereignty thereof’. 

Shall be left, i.e. PIHWM, Since the LXX reads éaopn it found 
p2vn which has exactly this sense in Ezra 67 and also in our 
author in 42°23), where Th. renders it by éar, as the LXX does 
here. 

2%, The clay, the tron, the brass. So LXX, Th., and Vulg. 
MT. wrongly transposes ‘the clay’ after ‘the brass’. See 
note on 2*. 

A great God. In the presence of a heathen monarch Daniel 
uses the indefinite expression of our text. The MT, Th., and 
the R.V. wrongly render it ‘the great God’. 

The dream ts certain. Daniel concludes with a solemn affirma- 
tion of the truth of the dream and its interpretation after the 
manner of Apocalypses: cf. 876, 112, rol, Rev. 19%, 21°, 22°. 

Sure. }2°2, which recurs in 6° is the Haph‘el participle of 
jon, 

2°, That the homage rendered to Daniel by the king was not 
simply such as was paid to Haman in Esther 3? is clear from his 
command ‘to offer an oblation and sweet odours’ to Daniel. 
As Bevan well remarks: ‘We need not stop to inquire whether 
a strict monotheist would suffer himself to be thus worshipped, 
for the whole description is evidently ideal—Nebuchadnezzar at 
the feet of Daniel represents the Gentile power humbled before 
Israel (cf. Isa. 49%, 6014)’. We have a good parallel in the 
legendary account of Josephus (Ant. xi. 8. 5), according to which 
Alexander prostrated himself before the Jewish high priest, and 
justified himself for doing so, when Parmenio, one of his generals, 
remonstrated with him, in the words: ‘I did not adore (zpove- 
xivyoa) him, but that God who had honoured him with his high 
priesthood’. Porphyry, according to Jerome (Jz Dan. 24°), 
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attacked this passage on the ground that the proudest of kings 
would not have worshipped one of his captives. Jerome sup- 
ports the text by referring to the attempt of the Lycaonians to 
worship Paul and Barnabas, and justifies the action of Nebu- 
chadnezzar in practically similar terms to those he found in the 
above passage of Josephus: ‘Non tam Danielem quam in 
Daniele adorat Deum, qui mysteria revelavit.. The word 
‘worshipped’ is ambiguous in itself; but, as we have already 
observed, the close of the verse represents Daniel as accepting, 
or at all events as not refusing to accept, divine honours in 
contrast to the Apostles in Acts 1418, And yet the king’s 
homage though ostensibly offered to Daniel was in reality paid 
to Daniel’s God, as 2‘? declares. 

Fell on his face. ‘A mark of respect—whether to God, as 
Gen. 17°, or to man, 2 Sam. 9°, 144’ (Driver). 

Worshipped. This word (73D) is used also in 3°%71%" &c, 
As Driver points out, it is used in the Targums ‘of obeisance 
done to a human superior (as 2 Sam. 14°, 182128, 242°); so that 
it does not necessarily imply the payment of divine honour’. 

Sweet odours—Th. evodias. Only here and in Ezra 6'° is pnn’3 
used absolutely instead of the usual sacrificial expression ‘odour 
of a sweet smell’ (dcpj cdwdias nm Mn) as in Gen. 871, 
Lev..2°, xe. 

2*’, Of atruth. See noteen 2%. 

A God of gods and a Lord of kings. So the Aramaic here 
pads TDN is to be rendered and not ‘The God of gods’. See 
Kautzsch, § 80.1. This indefinite title recurs in the Hebrew 
in 11°°, The above English would imply NOTDN mDN. 

Lord. Si. This is the right orthography, and not 7), 
See Cooke 63°: Cowley 30). 

248. And to be chief governor. })30 17 must be regarded as 
the accusative governed by the verb ADU in the preceding 
clause. Since the Aramaic has no real equivalent of the 
Hebrew nwy, our author would possibly have used 7°39 (or NM) 
here, had he thought it necessary. 

Governor. }i0 is an Assyrian loan-word in Aramaic as well 
as in Hebrew (only in plural). It is found five times in our 
author and eight times in the Aram. Pap. 

2492, Seeing that Daniel owed largely to the spiritual inter- 
cessions of Shadrach, Meshach, and Abed-nego his power both 

E 2 
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to recall and interpret the king’s dream, he naturally requests 
the king to reward them also. With this request the king com- 
plied by setting them over the affairs of the province of Babylon. 
The exact nature of their office is not defined by a special term 
in this passage, nor yet the still higher distinctions they received 
at the close of chapter 3, owing to their risking life and limb in 
defiance of the king’s command, when they boldly declared that 
the God whom they served was able to deliver them and that He 
would deliver them out of the king’s hand ; but that, even if He 
withheld such deliverance, they would not serve the king’s god 
nor worship the image which he had set up. 

129, We have here restored this verse to its original context. 
The dislocation of this verse occurred before the Hebrew 
translator set to work, as we shall find presently. We shall 
also find that 121, which I have bracketed as an interpolation, 
was an addition of the Hebrew translator. The Hebrew of that 
verse is very late and unclassical. 

To begin with, let us treat 17°71 as if both verses were 
original. What then do we find? First of all that they follow 
unnaturally after 11°, which forms the true close to the intro- 
duction to the book: ‘therefore stood they before the king’. 
Marti rejects both verses as an interpolation on the ground 
that 17° ignores 1/1, and resumes the subject matter of 1194, 
Next he points out that 17 is parallel to 119» as 12° to 119%, We 
might add that 12° introduces to the detriment of the context 
a statement which is not justified till the close of chapter 2. 

But 17° is not an interpolation. It is simply an intrusion in 
its present context, having through some accident or misunder- 
standing been transposed from the close of 2*°*—to which con- 
text I have now restored it. 12° is at variance with all that 
precedes it in chapter 1, and with all that follows it in chapter 2 
down to 2*°", If the king had found the Jewish youths ¢en times 
wiser than all the sages of Babylon, he would naturally have con- 
sulted them before these sages, and not have waited till in 21° 
Daniel volunteered his help—a help dependent largely on that 
of his three companions. We ought to add further that, even 
if the king had consulted the Babylonian sages first, as a matter 
of policy, he would not, when they proved helpless, have failed 
to call in the Jewish youths, who according to the traditional 
order of the text were ‘ten times better’ than they. Hence our 
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author, who represents the king as giving orders for the destruc- 
tion of all the wise men of Babylon, in the number of whom 
Daniel and his three companions were included, 2!2-#, could 
not have inserted 17° in its present position.. Such an order 
could only have been issued after the failure of the chiefest of 
the wise men of Babylon. 

1° could not have stood after 11°, or before chapter 2. But 
17° is not an interpolation. In the original text it follows with 
perfect fitness after 2*94, 

When restored to its original context we have to assign to 
1° a new interpretation, and thereby recover the original mean- 
ing it was designed to convey by its author. In 249* Daniel, 
having himself received great gifts and the supreme authority 
in Babylon next to the king 248, makes a request of the king on 
behalf of his three companions to whom he was so deeply 
indebted (see note on 2°), and so the king appointed them as 
great officials over the affairs of the province of Babylon. 
Hereon follows 1°°, which concerns his three companions only and 
not Daniel. In their new capacity as great officials these three 
companions were naturally brought into close relations with the 
king, who consulted them when the occasion demanded, and 
found these three ten times better than all the magicians and 
enchanters in all his realm. In the ancient monarchies no 
important step was taken without consulting the gods or 
the stars. 

Wisdom and understanding. So the LXX, Th., Pesh., and 
Vulg. The MT reads ‘wisdom of understanding ’. 

He found. Here for the third time in the Hebrew of the 
translator of 1-2** we have the vav apodosis, followed by the 
imperf. Cf. 1218, Since the Hebrew of 1% is obviously 
from the same translator as 11°, it follows that this translator 
found 12-211 ajready transposed from its original position 
after 2498, The dislocation had already taken place when the 
Hebrew translator set to work on chapter I. 

Ten times. The plural of 3) ‘hand’, is used in this sense in 
Gen. 43°. The idiom is not found in Aramaic. See my re- 
construction of the Aramaic of this verse below. 

Than. y is used in this comparative sense in 11°, Eccles. 11%, 
Ps. 898, &c., and also in Aramaic. Cf. our text 3%, 64. 

Magicians and Enchanters. See note on 2’. Nearly all the 
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Hebrew manuscripts omit the ‘and’, but not so the LXX, Th., 
and Vulg.! 

120 probably ran as follows in the original Aramaic: nbp 53 
sropan 55 Sy aawy sn pnd now wad pa sya "7 Na) NDIN 
mmsby 52a Newer. Five out of the first seven above 
Aramaic words occur in the Aram. Pap., Cowley 38°: ™ nbn 
DDI) myn iny ‘the matter concerning which Zeho inquires of 
you’. But instead of nbp we should rather, perhaps, read 
mins:. cp. our text 9°, 4. See 3” on myay a, 

12!, There is no justification for the presence of this verse at 
the close of the first chapter. Chapter 1 has already closed 
with 119, If it had any justification it should be a link between 
119 and 2. But it has no reference of any kind to 2 which 
follows, nor has it any connexion with what precedes. In 11° 
the pre-eminence of Daniel, Hananiah, Mishael, and Azariah 
over all the other youths of their race is emphasized. There 
seems, therefore, to be no reason for this fresh reference to 
Daniel in 1, unless it mentioned some additional and distinctive 
merit on his part. In support of this verse it has been urged 
by Hengstenberg that Daniel lived to see the beginning of the 
new era initiated by Cyrus, who permitted the Jews to return to 
Palestine (Ezra 11, 51%, 6°). But, as Bevan rejoins: ‘If the 
author of the book attached such importance to the Restoration 
in the first year of Cyrus, it must appear somewhat strange that 
he never alludes to the event, except indirectly in 9%’. He 
might have added also that, when we come to 9”, Daniel learns 
that centuries must elapse before the restoration and building 
of Jerusalem. Hence 17! cannot be justified on this ground. 
But it may come from the hand of our author from the wish to 
impress on the reader that Daniel actually lived through the 
period of persecution to the advent of Cyrus. 

I have given it the benefit of the doubt. If it could appear 
in Daniel at all, its fitting place would be at the end of 24°, and 
to this place I have relegated it, but enclosed it in brackets (( )) 
in order to make it clear that its originality is not beyond 
question, though it has the support of the Hebrew and all the 
Versions with slight variations. 

And Daniel continued. These words must be interpreted in 
the sense that Daniel lived at the court until (sy) the first year 
of Cyrus, and that no notice is taken of the years he lived 
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beyond that date. Cf. the use of sy in 1 Kings 114°, 2 Chron. 5°. 
There is therefore no need to emend ‘n" into ‘n%. 

The Hebrew of this verse is late. It is either a rendering 
of the Aramaic by the Hebrew translator of the rest of the 
chapter, or it is a gloss of this translator, or a Hebrew ren- 
dering of an Aramaic gloss. It is very pointless. It should be 
a link between 137! and 2. But this, we saw, 129-2! was not. 
Nor again, when 1”° is rightly restored after 2494, does 12 form 
a fitting sequel to 119, which tells all that needs to be told as yet 
of the four Jewish youths serving as pages in the royal court. 
Nor does it serve as an introduction to chapter 2. 

Continued. The use of A." to mean ‘to exist’ is unusual in 
Hebrew. In Classical Hebrew nn expresses the copula, or 
forms part of a compound tense, or is used with a note of place. 
When it means ‘to continue’, ‘to exist’, it is generally used 
in Hebrew with a word or phrase denoting locality. Cf. 
Deut. 22’, 1 Kings 11*°, 2 Chron.5°. Job 31° and Isa. 2315 have 
been cited as supporting the usage in our text. But these 
passages are regarded by scholars as hopelessly corrupt—not to 
speak of the uncertainty of their dates. In Gen. 5°, 1 Sam. 178, 
Ps. 89°", however, the verb connotes the idea of existence 
without any added note of place. 

But though it can occur in Hebrew, it is unknown in this 
sense in the Aramaic of Ezra and of Daniel, and in about eighty 
passages where it occurs in the Aram. Pap. Fifth Cent. (save 
possibly an approach to it in 32’, where, however, 41m is a slip 
for 723 AI as in 30%, 32°, 33°) linguistic evidence is against the 
origination of the gloss in Aramaic. 

The first year of Cyrus the king. The year designed here is the 
first year of Cyrus’s reign as king of Babylon in 538 B.c., the 
seventieth year after the date of Daniel’s captivity. 

29> But Daniel was in the gate of the king. Cf. Esther 21921 
These words define Daniel’s position over against that of his 
three companions. They held high offices under the crown, 
but Daniel was, to use a later phrase, the Grand Vizier. 
Shadrach, Meshach, and Abed-nebo were of like rank with the 
satraps, deputies, governors, and other high officials, but Daniel 
stood alone and in a unique position of rank and authority next 
to the king himself—a position which serves in part to explain 
his immunity from the danger that his three companions had to 
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encounter in the next chapter. But this exalted position did 
not carry with it immunity from danger, as we shall see in 
chapter 4. 


SECTION III 
Chapter 3, in the eighteenth year of Nebuchadnezzar. 


ConDITION OF THE Text, §$ 1-4. 


§ 1. In this as in the preceding chapters the MT ts not wholly 
trustworthy. 


This is apparent from the very first verse on several grounds. 

(zt) Our author’s method of dating each section whether it 
consist of narratives or visions is against the omission in the 
MT of the date in this section. See Introd., pp. xxviii sqq. 
But happily this date is preserved both in the LXX and Th. 

(2) It being our author’s practice to date each section, it 
follows that he would not have left undated such an important 
event as the consecration, if we may so use the term, of the 
great golden image, a consecration which was clearly regarded 
as an event of imperial significance, seeing that all the chiet 
officials of the empire were summoned together to worship it. 

(3) If we go further and ask with what object the king erected 
this golden image, we might reply that it was no doubt twofold: 
the first to do honour to his god, and the second to celebrate his 
victories. The erection of such pillars with either or both of 
such objects was of not unfrequent occurrence under the 
Assyrian or Babylonian monarchies. ‘It was a common practice 
of the Assyrian kings to erect images of themselves with laudatory 
inscriptions in conquered cities, or provinces, as symbols of their 
dominion, the usual expression in such cases being sa-lam Sarrii- 
ti-a (Sur-ba-a) ipu-us, ‘a (great) image of my royalty I made”.’ 
See AB. i, 69, 1..98 £5.93, 1.55.00) lo O55 roa, ( ste ree dea 
141, l. 93; 143, 1.124; 147, 1. 156; 155, 1. 26, &c. (all from the 
reigns of Asshur-nasir-abal, B. c. 885-860, and Shalmanesar II, 
B.C. 860-825.’ (Driver, Daniel, p. 35). In our text the 
object of Nebuchadnezzar was no doubt of this nature—to do 
honour to his god and to celebrate his victories in the West. 
Amongst these victories the Jew could not fail to remember was 
the capture of Jerusalem on the 7th day of the 5th month 
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586 B.c., when Nebuchadnezzar had all but completed the eigh- 
teenth year of his reign. We find this date actually given in 
Josephus (C. Apion. i. 21), ‘Nebuchadnezzar in the eighteenth 
year of his reign laid our temple desolate’.!| This date is also 
found in Jer. 32!, 52° (MT), but the latter passage is not found 
in the LXX. Hence we accept the phrase ‘in the 18th year’ 
as coming from the hand of our author. 

(4) On the evidence advanced in (3) I have with some hesita- 
tion adopted into my translation the clause that is preserved in 
the LXX, since it obviously gives the grounds for Nebuchad- 
nezzar’s erection of the golden image. 


OBJECT OF CHAPTERS 3-4. 


§ 5. The object of these chapters is to encourage the Jews not 
to acknowledge any heathen religion, but to hold fast at all costs 
to their own, the truth of which has been acknowledged in the 
preceding chapter, and to prefer death to apostasy. All true 
Jews, therefore, are exhorted to be ready to make public con- 
fession of their faith, if necessary, as did the three Jewish 
brethren, and to abide the consequences: ‘There is a God, 
whom we serve, who is able to deliver us...and He will 
deliver us out of thy hand, O king: but if not . . . we will not 
serve thy gods’ (317718), 

§ 6. The lesson in § 5 is enforced by our author with all the 
power at his command of vivid narrative and burning words. 
Surely it is no mere coincidence that the year our author assigns 
to these events, 586 B.c., is the very same year in which Jeru- 
salem fell through its many years of disloyalty and vice and 


1 In the Babylonian Talmud, Meg. 11 6, there are very erroneous statements 
as to the length of the reigns of the Babylonian kings. To Nebuchadnezzar are 
assigned 45 years; to Evil-merodach 23; to Belshazzar2. No other native Baby- 
lonian king is known to this rabbinical treatise. It further states that Belshazzar 
was acquainted with Jeremiah’s prophecy of the 70 years exile (Jer. 29!°), but 
that he wrongly began the calculation of the 70 years with the accession of Nebu- 
chadnezzar. Adding to these 45 years the 23 of Evil-merudach, and the 2 of 
his own reign that had already lapsed, Belshazzar according to these Rabbis 
concluded that Jeremiah’s prophecy of the 70 years’ exile of Judah in Babylon 
was mistaken, for the Jews had not yet returned to Palestine, and so were not 
likely to return at all, Emboldened by his erroneous miscalculation, Belshazzar 
laid hands on the sacred vessels of the Temple and applied them to profane 
uses at a royal feast. Even Daniel is charged with a like miscalculation in 
Meg. t2a. 
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shame. The discerning eye cannot fail to recognize the implied 
contrast between the unfaithfulness and doom of Judah collec: 
tively as a nation in Palestine and the splendid faith and 
heroism of the three solitary youths and Daniel on the plains of 
Babylon. Sixteen years of unbroken prosperity have not cor- 
rupted or checked the moral and spiritual growth of the three 
Jewish brethren and Daniel in Babylon. Their manhood amid 
all the difficulties that beset success in an alien land has more 
than fulfilled its early promise. Now that they are called to face 
the supreme risks that their religion entails—either apostasy, or 
faithfulness to their people’s God in scorn of consequence— 
they choose their part without hesitation, and so the three 
brethren are cast into the burning fiery furnace and Daniel into 
the lion’s den. Faith must justify itself even at the cost of what 
to the heathen beholders appeared to be the supreme self- 
sacrifice and loss of everything. 

§ 7. The difficulty that scholars have found in the fact that 
Daniel is not mentioned in chapter 3, and that his three com- 
panions are not mentioned in any subsequent chapter, does not 
really exist. This third chapter recounts the perils and triumph 
of the three Jewish brethren in the earlier part of 586 B.c., 
whereas chapter 4 recounts the triumph of Daniel in the later 
months of the same year. But obviously there is only one 
central figure in the book, and that is the Seer himself. With 
chapter 3 the significance of his three companions comes to a 
close. They have made their great confession, and willingly 
encountered the risks it entailed. Their history prepares us 
for the still greater achievements of Daniel, who henceforth 
alone occupies the stage as Judah’s Seer. 

§ 8. This chapter is evidently based on tradition. It is not 
a mere creation of our author. That individual Jews were 
committed to the flames we must infer from Jer. 297%. Amongst 
the Jews death-by fire was restricted to daughters of priests 
who had played the harlot (Lev. 21°). The infliction of such 
a penalty on the Jews by the Babylonian authorities for refusal 
to acknowledge their national deities must have made a lasting 
impression on the nation. We may find a distant reference 
possibly to such a penalty in Isa. 43%. Death by fire was a 
recognized punishment in Persia till quite a late date. It 
should, however, not be forgotten that Antiochus Epiphanes 
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resorted to this form of capital punishment when he was trying 
to suppress Judaism. See 2 Macc. 7*~, 
§ 8. Corruptions. 

312. For oyp xabn poy ww xd read with LXX, Th., and Vulg. 
spyud xobp wow ns. See 614, where the same corruption recurs. 

3. For xtyn read xtwn with Bevan, &c. Cp. 258, 

37. For “ms jn read 52> ("] pndp sono tabs mss. 
§ 9. Lnterpolations. 

3”°. +Treasurerst appears to be a vox nulla. See Appendix, 
P- 77 Sqq- 

3". This entire verse I have relegated to the foot-notes. It 
is not found in the LXX. It is not supported either by what 
precedes or what follows. 


§ 10. Omissions. 

31. This most important date, ‘in the eighteenth year’, which 
has been preserved by both the LXX and Th., and is in keeping 
with the practice of our author at the beginning of each section, 
I have here restored in my translation. 

In the same verse I have on the evidence of the LX X restored 
along clause. See note 7 (oc. 

§ 11. Late Aramaic forms and order. 

(a) Late forms. 378 aw. In all earlier Aramaic as of the 
fifth century B.c. this word was written 31v. Only in our author 
and in Inscriptions after the Christian era and the Targum is 
the form aw found. See note on 3%. 

3" (cf. 28% 52°, 611.15), We have the late Aramaic form 3, 
which in the fifth or fourth cent. Inscriptions B.c. is written ‘19. 

(o) Late order. 

31%. King Nebuchadnezzar. So LXX, Th. See notes on 2”, 
3! and Introd., § 20. dd. This order is not attested earlier than 
the second century B.C. 

§ 12. Late words. 

37. pWIDD = Wadrjpiov. This word shows the influence of the 
Macedonian dialect which substituted » for 2. 

nueop. As the name of a musical instrument of very late 
occurrence. 


31. "In his eighteenth year.' So LXX and Th. (@rovs dkroxa- 
dexérov), but the MT and its dependent versions omit. See 
Introd. § 4. The LXX uses the genitive of time, as also 
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does Th. The LXX uses also & with the dat. ro', 11, or 
without it 9! to express a point or period of time. 

"When he had brought under his rule cities and provinces and 
ail that dwell upon the earth from India to Ethiopia.' This clause 
is only found in the LXX, which runs as follows : dtorcav modes Kal 
Xopas kal rdvras rods KaTotKodvTas ert THs yas amd “lvduKips Eos AiOvomias. It 
appears to be arendering of the original Aramaic. It is generally 
regarded:as an interpolation from Esther 11, 8°. But the only 
words in common—and they were most probably apopular expres- 
sion designed to define the universal empire of these Oriental 
monarchs—are ‘from India even to Ethiopia’, wi y) 17D. 
It is difficult to determine what the Aramaic word was, which is 
rendered by dioccadv. Sioxetv in Wisdom 81%, 1218, 15! means ‘to 
rule’, Thus in the first of these passages we have d:orxnow davis. 
In Ezra 8° the noun d.o«nrys is used to render DMA IIWNN, i.e. 
satraps. Hence the original Aramaic may have been as fol- 
lows: WiD TY) NTDIAD NW SY pT 52) ID. PPA ADdvIDD. 

Nebuchadnezzar the king. This is the tmvariable order, and 
never ‘King Nebuchadnezzar’ in the older Aramaic as in the 
Eg. Pap “see Cowley i, 2°5) 64:75, O40, 13, fata 
20}, 215), 251, 272 281, aol, 30%419%2130, 914,19 g07, 3518 ysl: 
Ah. 10); 27)'50,. $1, 55), 60,'70, 76,792 Den. 91a) 27a ere 
48:11,28 > 56151417 | /G8(Gis),18,15, 731. and often in dav Hebrew? ef. 
Hag. 14%, Neh. 21, 514, Dan. 124. But in seven passages out of 
twenty the MT forsakes older Aramaic order: cf. 278 #6, 316) 415, 
5°11, 6 But in 44 Th., Pesh., Vulg., support the ancient 
order. In Classical Hebrew the order is almost invariably 
‘King David,’ &c. Thus the older Aramaic order prevails 
invariably to 300 B.c., and possibly till early in the second cen- 
tury. In Nabataean Aramaic from 169 B.c. to A. D. 106 the usual 
order is for the personal name to precede the office. Thus for 
“Maliku (or “ Rebel”) the King’, see CJS. ii. 161, Col: iit) loa; 
174, 1. 3, 218, 1.4: ‘Maliku (or “ Rebel,” &c.) the King, King of 
the Nabataeans”.. See-Cooke ror", CYS on a1, 1r7, 220, 1a3; 
223, 1.5. On the other hand we find in CJS. ii. 195, 1. 5, ‘ King 
Maliku, King of the Nabataeans’. 

On the Maccabean coins the latter order is followed. In the 
N.T. we find ‘King Herod’, Matt. 2°, Mark 6", Acts 12!, and 
on the other hand ‘Agrippa the King’ 25}, ‘Aretas the King’ 
2 Cor. 11°, When the king is directly addressed in Acts 252°, 
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267,"°,"but not in 2574, the order is ‘King Agrippa’. Lidzbarski 
(Eph. ii. 261) gives two Aramaic (Nabataean) inscriptions in this 
order x31 Dawn = ‘ King Agrippa’. Now in contrast to these 
varieties of order in later Aramaic the order in Aramaic before 
303 B.c., perhaps before 200 B.c., was fixed. The proper name 
preceded the title. This fact in itself shows the lateness of the 
Aramaic in Daniel. 

An image of gold . . threescore cubits. The image was not 
necessarily of solid gold. Even the golden altar in Exod. 39% 
was merely overlaid with gold (Exod. 30%). Such colossal 
Statues were not unusual in the East. Herodotus (i. 183) speaks 
of a great golden statue of Zeus in the temple of Belus in 
Babylon. 

Plain of Dura. This plain has not yet been identified, though 
three localities are mentioned in the tablets bearing the name 
Duru (Delitzsch, Paradies, p. 216), and several Babylonian cities 
had names compounded with Dur. Oppert (see Driver 7x Joc.) 
suggests that one of the mounds—called Mounds of Dura—near 
a small river called the Dura, which falls into the Euphrates 
some six miles below Babylon, may have formed the pedestal 
of this colossal image. Jahn (cm /oc.) regards the text of the 
MT as corrupt, and follows the LXX here medio rod mepyBddov. 
Th. simply attempts a transliteration medio Acerpa. 

3°. Satraps. siaaiwne is from the Old Persian Kshatra- 
pdwan, ‘protectors of the realm’. See Spiegel’s, Altpersische 
Keilinschriften, p. 215. From this Old Persian form arise the 
Greek forms in inscriptions ¢fa6pdnns, éfarpamns, and in Greek 
writings carpdrns. The title is a Persian one (cf. Ezra 8%, 
Esther 3'%, &c.), and not a Babylonian, and is accordingly an 
anachronism here. 

Governors. n> (pl. xninb) is a loan-word from the Assyrian 
pahati abbreviated from be/ pahdti, ‘lord of a district’. The form 
yma which is found in the Zimpirli Inscription 745-727 B.C. 
(Cooke 62!%) is probably from the same root. AMD occurs also 
in the Fifth Cent. Papyri (see Cowley 30’, a1) Behiers). 36). IC 
is of frequent occurrence also in Hebrew, especially in the 
post-Exilic books. 

Judges. “Nis is a Persian loan-word = andarzaghar Middle 
Iran. = Old Iran. handar$a = counsellor, a title still in use 
under the Sassanian dynasty (Néldeke, Zabart, p. 462 7.). But 
Ed. Meyer thinks it is a military title. 
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[Treasurers.| sy. This is a highly doubtful word. It 
may be a textual corruption of x02: see Ezra 1°, 771: or, as 
Graetz, Bevan, and others suggest, a mere error of the scribe, 
for x*|27n = ministers or counsellors: see 377", 4°, 6°: or 
again it may be a dittograph for x13n7 that follows immediately. 
In favour of this last hypothesis is the fact that the LXX and 
Th. have each only seven names of officials, whereas our text 
has eight. See Appendix at close of this chapter, 77 sqq. 

Counsellors. s72N7 a loan-word from ddtabara, law-bearer. 
This word has, as Driver observes, been found recently by 
Hilprecht in the Nippur inscriptions of the time of Artaxerxes I 
(465-425 B.c.) and Darius II (424-405 B.c.). With these officials 
we may compare the BaouAyio dicaorai of Herod. iii. 14, 31, v. 25. 

Sheriffs. snpnis found in the form of x’na.n in Cowley 27° 
between the words #5 and x’2v1). The meaning assigned to 
this word is uncertain, but it denotes some kind of police or 
military official. The papyrus passage favours the former. 

To come. xn for NONI without the & like nd 3° and 
71919? Ezra 5.4. 

3°. The officials in this verse are the same as in ver. 2. 

Stood. On }*2NP see note on ‘dwell’ in 2*°. 

34. Herald. 2 is according to Marti an Aramaic noun 
formed from 13, Haphel 30 57°. Cook’s Aramaic Glossary, 
p-. 66, gives 93 = ‘a herald’, which is derived from inscrip- 
tion 86 in the CZS. ii. Of these inscriptions nos. 73-107 are ot 
‘uncertain origin, ranging from the ninth to the fourth century 
B.C.’ (p. 2). Cook (p. 66) infers from this inscription that the 
word ‘herald ... is not necessarily derived from xnpiocew’, 
But this inference is doubtful. The word there is rather to be 
taken as a proper name. The Oxford Heb. Lex. regards it as 
a loan-word from the Greek. 

Cried aloud. na xxp. So also in 44) 57. Its equivalent 
in Hebrew is Aptna Nip Jonah 38, or, as in Isa. 40%, 032, Cf, 
Rev. 18? épagev ev icxvpa pov, which, however, is not from the 
hand of the Seer, who uses the form xpdfew povrf peyddry 61°, 7210, 
TOMES 

It is commanded. Where we put the impers. passive, the 
Aramaic puts the 3rd plur. act. (part.) jon: cf. 422C, where 
both the finite verb and participle are thus used. 

Peoples, nations, and languages. This expression recurs: 
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3729.31 (41), 519, 626, 74. Cf. Rev. 5°, 79, roll, 119, 137, 148, 1735, 
The various nationalities and races are represented by great 
officials. 

3°. In 3>7115 there are various kinds of musical instruments 
mentioned. Some of them bear Semitic names, others Greek. 
First of all the word for ‘kind’ jt is a Persian loan word = 
Middle Iran. san, and has yévos as its etymological equivalent. 
It was adopted early into Aramaic, as it is found in the Fifth 
Century Papyri (Cowley, 17°), and into late Hebrew: Ps. 144%, 
2 Chron. 1614. Of the six instruments two are of Semitic 
origin—the horn and the pipe, and three of Greek—the harp, the 
psaltery, and the dulcimer. Whether the sackbut was originally 
Semitic or Greek is uncertain, but probably the former. 

Cornet, lit. ‘horn’. The word N37? is used here and in 
371915, and in Syriac in the same sense as the Hebrew shophar 
Bie’, 

Pipe. SPW from PW Hebr. Isa. 5%, ‘to hiss, whistle’. 
The word prw occurs in the Fifth Century Papyri (Cowley, Ah. 
100) as an adjective meaning ‘sharp’. But it is found in the 
Targums and in the Syr. 

Harp. 20°? (Kt.) should according to Kamphausen be punc- 
tuated DIN’?. Or. reads DNP, as also in the Targums. This 
word is borrowed from the Greek «idapis. 

Sackbut. 823% was a small triangular instrument with four 
strings. It is identical with the Greek capBixn. According to 
Athenaeus iv. 175 d, e it was a Syriac invention, and psaltriae 
and sambucistriae were according to Livy xxxix. 6 introduced 
into Rome from the East in 187 B.c. Some scholars would 
connect the root of this word with that of the Hebrew 722” 
‘net, lattice-work’. 

Psaltery. }nipb is derived from the Greek Wadrjpuov. For 
the transliteration of -1oy by }- compare } 7790 = ovvédpiorv, It 
will be observed that this loan-word is differently spelt in 3’, i.e. 
ype. The Jatter is more correct than the former; for in 
Aramaic and late Hebrew n generally represents 6 and » = r: 
cf. PIUNN = Oéarpov. The form }1030 shows the influence of 
the Macedonian dialect, which substituted » for 4. The psaltery 
was a stringed instrument, triangular in shape and like an 
inverted 4. It had its sounding board above the strings, as 
the cithara had it below them (see Augustine, iv. 272 B,c.: 


521 D, &c.). 
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Dulcimer, or rather ‘bagpipe’. The Aramaic mn 3°), 
and wp’ (Kt.) and sar (Qr.) in 31, is the Greek cupndovia. 
This instrument is omitted in 37. ‘It was probably a goat-skin 
bag with two reed pipes, the one used as a mouthpiece to fill 
the bag... and the other employed as a chanter-flute with 
finger holes’ (Excyc. Bib. iii. 3230). The word is first found 
with the meaning of ‘a concord or unison of sound’ in Plato 
and Aristotle, but not as denoting a musical instrument before 
the time of Polybius (204-122 B.c.). So far, therefore, as the 
literary evidence goes, the use of this Greek word is peculiar to 
late Greek. But the value of this evidence does not end here. 
It is surely an extraordinary coincidence that Polybius mentions 
this instrument as a favourite instrument of Antiochus Epiphanes. 
XXV1. 10, dre d€ rdv vewrépwy aicboitd Twas Tuvvev@xXovpéevors Srov bn ToTE 

. Taphy emixopatav peta kepariov (a, 1. Kepaptov, 6a jar of wine’) kat 
auphovias, Sore rovs moAdovs Sia ro rapddokov dvuorapévovs evyew. A 
later passage in the same historian (xxxi. 4) tells how Antiochus 
Epiphanes used to the shame of the onlookers to dance to the 
sound of this instrument: tis cup pevias mpoxadoupevns, avarndjoas 
@pxeiro . . . dore mavtas aiaxvvopévos evyetv. 

3°. The same hour. ®nYy’ 72, The MT has -& here where 
the Syriac has -¥, The suffix in 73 is not pleonastic, but is 
used to give emphasis: cf. 37° and 4°°, 5° for a repetition of the 
preposition. Originally it meant any small period of time, and 
only later came to mean an ‘hour’. myyw does not occur in 
Biblical Hebrew, but is found in the Targums and Syriac, New 
Hebrew, Ethiopic, and Arabic. Possibly it is a loan-word from 
the Assyrian. } 

Into the midst. 32. Si} or j3 is the construct of 13, which 
has allied forms in Syriac and Arabic, ws) has final § in our 
author as in one Nabataean inscription: CJS. ii. 3501. 

Furnace. }WS8 is taken to be a loan-word from the Assyr. 
atuma. Since, however, the root is found in Arabic and Syriac, 
and the word &¥% = ‘furnace’ is a common word in Ethiopic, 
it may be an old Aramaic word. 

3’. When. ‘3 has the same meaning in 5”, 614), but in 24% 
it means ‘according as’. This word has the former meaning in 
an Aramaic inscription (Cooke, 68, 5th-4th cent.), in Aram. 
Pap. (Cowley, 61, 84, 134, 27%, 28', 40%); and the latter meaning 
in the Aramaic Inscriptions (CIS. ii. 145, C3). In these older 
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documents the form is "2. See Cowley also in 6’, 85, where it 
follows N° ‘to swear’, with the meaning ‘that’. 


3°. The three young Jews accused of not falling down before 
the image. 


Observe how closely the charge in 3!% brought against them 
resembles that brought against Daniel in 6'4. The author’s 
object is to encourage the Jews, who had ‘set the king at 
nought’ by refusing to forsake their religion. There is here 
a contemporary reference to Antiochus Epiphanes. 


3°. Certain Chaldacans. On the use of {134 (where the change 
from a to u is due to the following labial: cf. 05, OW) here see 
Introd. Idiomatically, it = ‘certain’ as nw3sN in certain pas- 
sages, though the literal rendering is ‘men, Chaldeans’. 

Brought accusation. The phrase in the original paynp 2x 
is peculiar: it literally means ‘ate the pieces of’. It generally 
means in Aramaic fo slander, to accuse falsely, as in Ps. 15° 
(Targ.): and in Luke 16! as a rendering of da8a\rewv. + Indeed 
the devil, i.e. 6 diaBoros is J,sa%o/—the slanderer in chief. A 
variation of this idiom occurs in a fifth-fourth century B.c. in- 
scription on the Carpentras Stele: CUS. ii. 141? xd wx oy 
nipx, ‘thou hast not calumniated any man’. Here the 3, as 
Noéldeke has shown, has been written instead of p. But 
here and in 6” it has a different nuance: it means ¢o accuse 
maliciously—not falsely. In the former meaning it occurs 
already in the Tel-el-Amarna Letters akdlu-karst, 44°, &c., and 
later it is frequent in the Arabic. It was in use almost through- 
out the entire Semitic world. Lepsius (see Marti, 2 doc.) finds an 
allied phrase in the Persian; Der Christliche Orient, 1897, p. 152. 

3°. Answered and said. See note on 2°. 

[To Nebuchadnezzar the king.| The LXX omits this addition: 
it reads simply ‘modaBdvres efvov, From some later version 
XNaBovxoSovocsp 76 Baotket has been supplied. It is true the MT 
reads xx$p ayi21325 pK and is supported by Th. and the 
later versions. But this idiom is foreign to our author. If this 
phrase came from our author’s hand we should have 577?. instead 
of ? before the king’s name. Only when the satraps and 
courtiers act with deliberate rudeness is the expression > TDN 
used in our author when the person addressed is the king. 
See 6'° for an example of this nature. There is one exception 
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to this rule. When 077. has just occurred with a preceding 
verb, V8 can be followed by > as'ini2*, 

O king, live for ever! See on 24. 

31°. Hast made a decree, DYY NY. This idiom occurs in the 
Aram. Pap. (see Cowley, 26:7*,25), Contrast the meaning of this 
phrase in the MT in 31. 

3% Whom. yn ** +. cn used here only in Biblical 
Aramaic. In the Targums it is very frequently used both with 
and without pronominal suffixes. ? is the particle used by 
Aramaic normally in this sense. Like the Hebrew “nw it is 
used before a definite object. It occurs in the form nm) with 
suffix An) in the eighth century Zinjirli Inscription. See 
Cooke, 6178: as mn’ in Nabat. and Palmyrene: see Lidz., 
WV, 263. 

+ Have not regarded theet. Corrupt: read ‘have not obeyed 
thy command’. The Versions do not support the MT text 
ape Be poy yw xd. It is true that this same phrase recurs in 
61403), In 310,29, 4316), 62726) we have DYD OY in its normal sense 
of ‘to command’, as also in Ezra fourteen times. But in 37%, 
614(18) quite a different sense is required in this phrase, if the MT 
is correct—‘to show deference’ or ‘respect’. For this meaning 
there is no authority outside these two passages in Daniel. 
Elsewhere in Daniel Dyw means ‘decree’ except in three pas- 
sages. In 5? it is used of the ‘taste’ of wine—an original 
meaning of the word. In 2'4 it has a secondary meaning derived 
from the first, i.e. ‘discretion’ (as in Hebrew: cf. Prov. 261°), 
while in 6? it means ‘report’: cf. Ezra 5°. This phrase nyo ow 
(= ‘to issue a command’) occurs also in the Fifth Century Aram. 
. Pap., see Cowley, 26723:25, 2721: but never in the sense attri- 
buted to it in Dan. 3!, 64°), JT can find no occurrence of this 
idiom in the Targums. The general usage of the word is thus 
against the meaning universally assigned to the phrases in 3}, 
614. Let us now turn to the Greek Versions and the Vulg., and 
see if they support either this meaning or even the MT text. 


oie DAK mnt Vulg. 
ovk epoByOnaay wou THY ovX UmNkovear, contempserunt, 
Baowdev, TO rex; 
evroAny. Sdypari wou decretum tuum 
614 missing). ovx bmerdyn TO non curavit de 


Sdypari cov lege tua. 
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Now first of all in 3!2 we observe that all three Versions trans- 
late oyd as it is translated generally in Daniel, and especially in 
the phrase nyo ov, In the next place the personal pronoun is 
connected with this word. In other words, these three Versions 
prove that the text before them was Joyy, and not oyy py. 
Thirdly, Th. certainly read \nw (cf. 727 where it renders pyonw 
by trakovcovra) and not 1, which latter it renders in this con- 
nexion by rdévat or éxriOévax. Thus Th. presupposes * * * ow xd 
nyo> ‘they have not obeyed thy decree’. The LXX and the 
Vulg. are loose but not inaccurate renderings of this text. On 
the other hand Aquila supports the MT but the Pesh. omits 
nyo. The present corrupt MT text existed therefore early 
in the Christian era. Next in 64 Th. and the Vulg. are free 
renderings of the text they presuppose in 31%. In N.T. Greek 
imordcocoOa = iraxovew constantly. Hence I read ‘have not 
obeyed thy command’. See also note on 6 on this idiom. 

Thy god. Here I follow Qr. and read the singular, and not 
Brvecodsi., wee Stet 458); 

31. Fury. For 8OM we find 82M in 3! On other variations 
in pointing see 2!° and 7*°. 

Were brought. *0'3 (Héphal, as Ginsburg, Marti, Kamphausen 
read), has a passive meaning. Cf MN in 6'%. But there is no 
satisfactory explanation of this passive as Kautzsch (p. 67 2.) 
declares. The active form Haph‘el occurs in 5° YD‘, 

3. Is it true? The text reads 87¥3, which is generally 
rendered ‘Is it of purpose?’ But to obtain this sense the 
initial 5 must be taken as an interrogative, and xty, which is 
not found elsewhere in Aramaic, would be a Hebraism from the 
same root as 8*7¥ (from my ‘to lie in wait’) found in Num. 357°. 
If so, Kautzsch, § 67. 2, says we should punctuate the word 
8730. But the explanation is far-fetched, and Bevan’s conjecture 
accepted by many scholars explains the corruption and gives 
good sense. Thus for xtyn we should as in 2° read 8T87 = 
ei ddndas as in Th. and Pesh. sn is a Persian word and is 
already found in the absolute state in the Eg. Aram. (Cowley, 
27°). But Montgomery (p. 207) points out now that Lidz., 
Altaram. Urk., 1921, |. 12, cf. p. 12, has found x yn (= ‘true’) 
on an ostrakon. 

My god. For mdNP we should read with the Erfurt MS. 


mb ‘my god,’ i.e. Bel. 
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Ihave setup. 2°}. The usual form for the first person sing. 
ends in N—, but N__ is the normal ending in the Haph‘el of 1’y. 

34, Well. The construction is here elliptical. After the 
conditional sentence there is an aposiopesis. The missing word 
could be graphically replaced by a gesture. For similar aposio- 
pesis in Hebrew and Greek, cf. Exod. 32°?: 1 Sam. 12!4se4- : 
Luke 23? = Tladtr*¢ ; 

What god 1s there? nox winrjo. The xin simply strengthens 
the jo, and the two are contracted in the Targums and Syriac 
into 33, See Kautzsch, § 87.3. The king’s challenge recalls 
those of Sennacherib and Rabshakeh, Isa. 3619-?°, 3711-1", while 
the answer of the three Jews in the next verse recalls those of 
the seven brethren in 2 Macc. 7. 

Shall deliver you. $3272". Probably a Shaph‘el form derived 
from the Assyr. sézubu. It is of frequent occurrence in our 
author whether as perfect, imperfect, infinitive, or participle. 
It was early adopted into Aramaic, as it is found in the £g. 
Aram. See Cowley 385, 54°, Ah. 46. 

31°, The three Jews refuse to discuss a question which must 
be left to God. 

No need. pHen xD—the participle is to be preferred, though 
the MT favours the adjective Pqwn. 

To answer thee in this matter. Cf. 1 Kings 12°° for a like 
construction. 

31". tif it be sot... to deliver us. The king has asked: ‘Is 
there any god who can deliver you?’ To this question this 
verse should supply the answer, but in such a way as to har- 
monize with 31°, where the three Jews have refused to debate 
the question. Hence 3! should explain 3! while answering 
3, and hence, further, we should expect 3! to begin with ‘for’ 
or some such word. ‘We have no need to answer thee in this 
matter ; for the God whom we serve either will or will not save 
us.’ Deeds not words will answer the king’s question. If this 
is the meaning of the context, it is clear that the words in the 
MT ‘If it be so, our God whom we serve, &c.’ cannot be right. 
Furthermore, that we have rightly interpreted the context 
follows from the four Versions—LXX, Th., Pesh., Vulg., all of 
which begin 3! with ‘for’. 

But almost all modern scholars, following the Massoretic 
punctuation, give a different rendering of 3'7: ‘If our God, 
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whom we serve, be able to deliver us, &c.’ But there are two 
insuperable objections to this form of the text. (x) It can hardly 
be that such strong champions of their God would for a moment 
admit that He was unable to deliver them, and that to a heathen 
king. They could admit the possibility of His not intervening 
to save them, but not His inability to save. (2) If we may infer 
our author’s usage from other passages where he combines ‘ns 
with a participle, we may learn that, when ‘ms forms one idea 
with the participle, they should not be separated by any inter- 
vening word. Thus in: 

2%, O93 INST ‘Art thou able’. 

a pops eval Nd ‘Ye will not serve’. 

gh. PPnY PIMs 77 ‘If ye are ready’. 

318, PIPD NwpNTND “We will not serve’. 

This holds also in the Syriac: cf. Duval, Grammaire Syriaque, 
323-5: and in the Hebrew with & and }® Cf. Ges.-Kautssch, 
§ 116g. In the Eg. Aram. this usage does not occur save once 
in one emended passage: see Cowley, Ap. 159, where the two 
words are separated and the editor remarks on the unusual 
structure of the Aramaic. But our author’s usage appears 
clearly to be against separating these two words if they express 
one idea. If this conclusion is right, then it is wrong to combine 
these words as do Kautzsch, § 67. 8, and Marti and others, and 
translate ‘If our God, whom we serve, is able to deliver us’. 
The rendering should be: ‘If our God, whom we serve, exists, 
He is able’. But this idea is highly unsatisfactory: contrast 
2%8 ‘There is a God’. 

Since, therefore, the MT may be regarded as corrupt, let us 
turn to the Versions: 

LXX. ori yap Ocds ev odpavois cis Kiptos npav, bv poBovpeda, bs €or Suvatos 

Th. éorw yap Geds, & nueis Narpevouer, Suvards. 

Pesh. = éor yap Ocds par, & npeis Natpevopuer, 6s Evvatds eo. 

Vulg. ‘Ecce enim Deus noster, quem colimus, potest.’ 

In these Versions we observe first that all agree in reading 
| = ‘for’ instead of |] = ‘if’, save the Vulgate ‘ecce enim’, 
which attests the conflate text }7., but ‘ecce’ is a mistranslation 
of jn, or presupposes the variant 87: cf. 3%. For neither in 
Biblical nor earlier Aramaic can this word be so translated. 
It may, therefore, be regarded as conclusive that the jn of the 
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MT is a late corruption or correction. In the next place the 
LXX and Th. require "DN and not xymbw as the MT (supported 
by the Pesh. and Vulg.) reads. Thirdly, the LXX and Pesh. 
read és before dvvarés. Thus we are led to conclude that the 
text originally stood as follows: (? 5) wnbp NIMS nds ons 
$5) ‘For there is a God, whom we serve, who is able to deliver 
us’. This provides exactly the answer that the context re- 
quires. When the king asks, ‘What god can deliver you out 
of my hands?’ the three companions reply: ‘We have no need 
to discuss this question; for there is a God, whom we serve, 
who will deliver us, &c.? They answer first that there is such 
a God, and next that it is the God whom they serve. See p. 354. 

The oSovpeba in the LXX above = p>n5 a corruption of pda 
as in the MT. 

318. But if not: i.e. if He will not deliver us. 

Thy god. Here read the singular TDN, as in v. 12, and not 
the plural qnbx5 is to be read. Bel was the patron deity of the 
king: cf. 45°). The LXX has here 1@ «ido» oov, but Th. and 
Vulg. have reproduced the plural in the MT. The Pesh. 
in all three cases rightly has the sing. 

31°27, The deliverance of the three faithful Jews from the burning 
fiery furnace. 

3). Form. bby (construct) which is elsewhere punctuated as 
Dey. Strack (Gram.®, § 8c: Marti, Gram, § 71 Anm.) draws atten- 
tion to the artificial forms introduced by the scribes to bring out 
the difference between the use of Dey (constr.) 3!° and Dos a 
and DYD Ezra 64, 775 and OYd (three times) to distinguish the 
idol (3°) from the form of the human face (3!°), and God’s will 
from that of man. 

Was changed. If we read snwx with Kautzsch § 47. 4, 
Ginsburg, Strack, the plural is to be construed with ‘man: cf. 1 
Sam. 2‘, 2 Sam. 10%. Ges.-Kautzsch, § 146 a. The Q». reads 
the singular ‘JAWR, 


To heat. See 3? note. With the suffix at the close 7D. 

Seven times, i.e. Hyaw In. With this peculiar Aramaic ex- 
pression cf. Avram. Pap. (Cowley, 30°) 9x In = ‘a thousand 
times’. It is a Syriac expression: cf. 11°18, Exod. 227 in Pesh ; 
or it takes another form xyawa tn Gen. 4°4; cf. Duval, Gram., 
p- 353: Néldeke Syr. Gr., p. 166. 

Wont. 10 (‘wont’, ‘ fitting’) is frequent in this sense in the 
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later Aramaic, especially in the form 9. Cf. Onk., Lev. 52°, 
9'®, Num. 29°. See Driver, zz /oc. Later Hebrew was analo- 
gously ‘yn. 

3°. And to cast. The ‘and’ is not found in the MT, LXX, 
or Th. Hence the infinitive spn? is generally taken as depen- 
dent on the preceding infinitive. But Marti rightly suggests 
that the 1 has been lost after the preceding } in 33. 

3”". On the perfect passive N53 and in the next clause 7 
see note on 2?°, 

Thetr mantles. The meaning of Sand is doubtful. The 
authorities waver between ‘mantles’ and ‘trousers’. It bears 
the former sense in the Aramaic (Talmudic), whence it was 
borrowed by Arabic in the form sr7rba/ (see Frankel, Aram. 
fremdworter im Arab., 1886, p. 47: Levy, NHBW, iii. 584). 
On the other hand the Versions support the latter meaning. 
Thus LXX éxovtes ra tmodjpara airéy (but in 327(%) capéBapa): Th. 
aviv tois capaBapas atrav: Aq. t. capaBdpors : Sym. ev tais avakupiow 
aitév : the Pesh. and the Vulg. cum braccis suis. These capdBapa 
were worn by the Persians and Scythians. The word appears 
to have meant both maniles and trousers originally in Persian—in 
Modern Persian still as Shalwar = trousers, Arabic Sirwal, Syr. 
Sharbhala. See S, A. Cook, ‘Articles of Dress mentioned in 
Dan. 371,’ Journ. of Philology, xxvi. 306-13 (1899), who supports 
the former meaning on the ground of the mantle being loose 
and easily inflammable: cf. 37’. On the other hand, Bevan, 
Hitzig, and Ewald render the word by ‘their trousers’. 

Trousers. The exact meaning of }\mw'wD is wholly uncertain. 
The later Jews and Syrians had no certain tradition as to 
whether it meant ‘trousers’ or ‘tunic’. Payne Smith, Zhes. 3098, 
gives both meanings for the Syriac, and Levy, VHWB. iv. 34 
the meaning ‘trousers’ in Talmudic Hebrew. If this meaning 
is right, then the order in Th. ridpas kal repixvnpion (so Vulg. 
should be transposed into zepixvnpioe cal ridpas. The Pesh. is 
also out of order, and the LXX has éml rév kehardv = PWNAI, 
which Montg. has plausibly recognized to be a corruption of 
pnw pa, which it then transposed to the third place to give the 
sense ‘hats on their heads’, i.e. redpas emi r. kepadav airév, Cook 
regards this word as a later interpolation. Citations in the 
Latin Fathers do not know of this article of attire: cf. Tertull., 
De Res. Carnis 58; but see Montg., 2x Joc. 
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Hats. Following the conjecture in the last note as to the 
derangement of the order in Th., I identify rudpas as the rendering 
of panbana. xndan> appears to mean ‘hat’ as in post-Biblical 
Hebrew: Levy, VHWB. ii. 395. Marti, Gram.’, p. 75*, derives 
it from the Assyrian Karballatu, which according to the Persian 
translation on the inscription of Darius I (Naks-i-Rustam, I. 15) 
means ‘helm’ or ‘hat’. In the later Jewish Aramaic and 
Syriac it ‘signifies ‘cock’s comb’, The Gk. Vers. correctly 
renders 5273 by «vpBacia, which is likened to a cock’s comb in 
Aristoph., Av. 487. Cf. Herod. v. 49; vii. 64. The RV. in 
assigning the meaning ‘mantles’ to this word has trusted too 
much to the doubtful connexion of the word with the Hebrew in 
1 Chron, 157" D272, 

Their garments. jmwad. This term is added to include all 
the rest of their garments. 

372. Urgent. On maynn see note on 2", 

Exceeding. YN occurs as an adverb also in the Eg. Pap. 
(Cowley, Ah. 96). 

Hot. The passive participle 18 is for 738. Cf. Ezra 5}, 
where bins = DIN. See Kautzsch, § 15. 

The flame of the fre. S11 NAW. Cf. 7°, and see note in 
Bevan on this phrase in 3”. 

(2°. I have bracketed this verse as a later interpolation, and 
relegated it to the foot-notes. Not a phrase of it is preserved in 
the LXX,’ and, so far is it from contributing a single fresh fact 
to the narrative beyond what is already said in 3%, that it 
reproduces a weaker version of it. Nor, again, does it serve as 
an introduction to 374, which is perfectly intelligible without it. 
It is also noteworthy that in this verse 5p) is used in the sense 
of ‘to be cast down’, whereas our author uses NdD7 ten times 
elsewhere, when it is necessary to express this idea. Finally 
the form )71HJN is unexampled in the Eg. Papyri as well as in 
Biblical Aramaic. It is, however, found in the Syriac ¢“/athaihon, 
which may have been formed on the anology of ¢’vathon, ‘ they 
two’. On the other hand Cowley 38° restores the text by 


' Seeing that both Tischendorf and Swete represent the LXX as containing 
this verse I will here print it for the sake of my readers: rods piv ody dvdpas 
Tovs avpmodicavtas Tos mept Tov *ACapiav e€edrOodca % prAOE ex THs Kapivou 
évenipioe wat améxrewev, abrot 5& ovvernphOnoav. This is beyond question 
a recasting of 3” and does not contain a single statement of 32°, 
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reading p[min} = ‘ for both’, similarly as we have the Hebrew 
on3w. The construction is a well-known Hebrew one, and has 
already occurred in our author 117, Cf. 1 Sam. 20%. 

But how are we to account for its interpolation? I know of 
no Satisfactory explanation. But that it is an interpolation, 
the language, as I have just shown, seems to prove. The 
context is also against it. In 3?!* we are told the men were 
‘bound’: in 32!” that they ‘were cast into the midst of the 
burning fiery furnace’, a penalty which entails their immediate 
destruction, as it did that of their executioners in 32%. After 
this it would be the height of absurdity to say, as in 32°, that 
they ‘fell down bound’, seeing that they had been ‘ hurled ’ into 
the midst of the furnace. The use of 5a) by our author implies 
that the persons of which it is predicated had been standing 
before they fell. So even in 72°. Next to describe how fierce the 
furnace was, as well as to suggest the speedy retribution that befel 
the executioners, the writer diverges from his main theme for the 
moment in 3”. But in 3% he resumes his theme, and in such 
a way as to emphasize the antagonism existing between the 
incidents just related in 3”! and their actual consequences in 
34 so wholly contrary to all expectation. Moreover, in 3” the 
king repeats the two most prominent phrases in 3*!—the men 
were ‘bound’ and ‘cast . . . into the midst of the fire’. 

Next, who was the interpolator? It was probably the 
scribe, who interpolated the Prayer of Azariah and the Song 
of Azariah and his two companions in the LXX, for the 
LXX does not contain 37%. We can only fall back on\a 
hypothetical account of the difficulties at issue. These two 
additions written in Aramaic were inserted at an early date in 
some manuscripts of Daniel, but not in others. Hence there 
came to be current in the Jewish world two editions of Daniel, 
the shorter of which was ultimately adopted into the Canon. 
The Greek translation of these additions was made by some 
other hand than that of the translator of the LXX. Somewhat 
different forms of these Additions are reproduced in the LXX 
and in Th.—the latter version being of course based on a much 
older one, which was however much later than the LXX. But 
in Th. 32% stands as it does in the MT. The progenitor of 
Th. was made from an Aramaic text no less certainly than the 
LXX, though it was main guided in its renderings by that 
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early version. This Aramaic text, as Th. testifies, contained 
3°3, There were thus variations and alternatives in the larger 
text of Daniel. 

In my small commentary I accepted the suggestion of von 
Gall, Bludau, and Rothstein that vv. 46-50 originally stood in 
a Semitic form between 3%3 and 3%. But, even if this were true, 
it would only be partially so; for in 3*° the king’s mighty men 
are still represented as busily engaged in supplying the furnace 
with naptha, pitch, tow, and wood, although according to 3” 
they had already been destroyed by the furnace. In the 
present commentary I have abandoned the above suggestion on 
the following grounds. First of all the Prayer of Azariah and 
the Song of the Three Children are independent works. The 
Prayer of Azariah was not originally composed in connexion 
with the incident of the Three Children. If it had been so, the 
speaker would have been not Azariah but Hananiah, that is, 
Shadrach, who is always the foremost of the Three. Again, 
in the Prayer itself, there is nothing to connect it with the events 
in the Book of Daniel. Next, as regards the Song of the Three 
Children, it too has no direct allusion to the Book of Daniel or 
its events save in 3°°, which was introduced to connect the Song 
of the Three Children with the Book of Daniel. It will be 
observed that the interpolator changes the order of the Three 
Children—an order which like that of the Medes and Persians 
was immutable, and recites them as follows: Ananias, Azarias, 
and Misael. Furthermore with a view to adapting the inter- 
polated 3°* to its new context, the interpolator introduces certain 
changes. The last few verses will provide sufficient evidence 
to prove that the interpolator of 38° has rearranged 3°?-7 in 
order to bring 3°* into harmony with its new context. 

As a rule the original writer of the Song of the Three 
Children wrote it in couplets, and in such a way as to carry on 
the thought of the reader from one couplet to another. Let us 
examine 3°? from the standpoint of this fact. 3° call first 
on the sons of men, and then, as the theme advances, on Israel 
‘to bless the Lord, praise Him, and magnify Him for ever’. 
In 3°*°° the priests of the Lord and next the servants of the 
Lord are called to do likewise, or rather first the servants of 
the Lord and then His priests. But however this may be as to 
3° °, there can ‘be no doubt'as to 3°" This couplet was 


ri. 25 COMMENTARY 75 


unquestionably written originally as follows, since in 3°° we 
arrive at the climax : 


3°”. O ye holy and humble men of heart, bless ye the Lord, 
Praise Him and magnify Him for ever. 


3°°. O ye spirits and souls of the righteous, bless ye the Lord, 
Praise Him and magnify Him for ever. 


But when the interpolator wished to add 3%8 and to bring 
Ananias, Azarias, and Misael into the foremost ranks of the 
living among ‘the holy and humble men of heart’, he was 
obliged to invert the order of 3°°7, and so destroy the growing 
order of thought, which rightly found its climax of praise 
amongst ‘the spirits and souls of the righteous’. 

If then we omit the interpolated 38° and restore the original 
order of the couplets in 3°°~7, we may feel very confident that 
we have in some measure recovered the original form of this 
noble song, which then rightly closes in the fine doxology of 
389-90, 

But this Song had no connexion of any kind with our author, 
any more than had the Prayer of Azariah. The insertion of 
these works in the text of our author is due to some unknown 
scribe, who most probably added 3” to preface his interpolations. 

The details of these interpolations are. After 37% came first 
3°3, which has survived in the MT. and the later Versions, 
but not in the LXX. Then follows sixty-seven verses, i.e. 
24-90: vv. 24-45 the Prayer of Azarias: a descriptive passage 
recounting the destruction of the executioners, the descent of 
the angel, the doxology pronounced by the Three Children, 
and the hymn known as the Benedicite, 57-90. Thereupon we 
return to 3% of our author’s text. | 

3%, The LXX in 3%! resumes the long addition it contains 
with the words kai éeyévero €v 1@ dxovoa Tov Baoiéa tpvovvtay airoy Kal 
eatas eOedper adrovs (dvras* tére NaBovyodovordp 6 Baowdreds eOavpace. 
This is very Hebraistic. Th. adds only iJkovoev Upvovvray avrav kai. 

Counsellors. 370 is peculiar to Daniel; 37%, 43°69, 68), 
The original form and meaning are alike doubtful. 

They answered. {29 is most probably an ancient corruption of 
WY. See note on 2°. 

3%, Loose. The fire had merely destroyed their bonds, 

Walking. Were and in 4%4@7 we should read the Pa'el 


apap instead of the Haph‘el popmD (see Kautzsch, § 33. 2). 
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A son of the gods, i.e. an angel. Cf. Gen. 6’, Job 1°. When 
the true God is designated the sing. mx, and not the plural 
abs, is used. 

326-30, The three men come forth unhurt from the fiery furnace, 
and the king thereupon recognizes tkem as servants of the Most 
High God, and issues a decree that any nation that speaks against 
the God of Shadrach, Meshach, and Abednego should be destroyed. 

3°. Most High God. Cf. 3°* (42), 5121. The title ‘Most High’ 
is found in 4421,22,29,31 725. It was used by Jewish as well as by 
heathen writers: cf. Isa.14™, Tob. 11, 1 Esdras 2°, 6°, Mark 5’, 
Acts 1617. It is of very frequent occurrence in 1 Enoch, 
Test. xii Patriarchs, Jubilees, Ass. Moses, Wisdom, 2 Baruch, 
4 Ezra, Philo, and Josephus. ny N28 is the equivalent of the 
Hebrew iy by Geos tYuoros. That jy was a proper name is 
clear from the fact that it never has the article even after pre- 
positions. In the quotation from Philo Biblius in Eus., Praep. 
Evang. i. 10, we are told that among the Phoenicians ’E\wiv was 
used as a name for God: ’EXtoty cadovpevos “YYuoros. In our text 
the king recognizes the God of the Jews, not as the only God, 
but as the supreme God: cf. 32°. Cf. the Divine name pw>y 
738, 22,25,27 

3°". The gradation is obvious: the hair is not singed, the 
flowing mantles not hurt, and even the smell of fire had not 
passed upon them. 

Saw. Here jn isa participle, as is also the word translated 
‘being gathered together’. Asyndeton is characteristic of 
Biblical Aramaic. Hence we could translate here: ‘assembled 
together and saw’: cf, 37. 

The fire had no power. Here and in 7° x3 is construed as 
masc. but in 3° as fem., as it usually is, as in Syriac. 

Bodies. ‘The Western MSS. have }\n%w3 (plur.) in the Kz, 
but jw: (sing.) in the Or, while the Eastern MSS., have the 
latter rendering in both A¢. and Qr.’ (Wright, Daniel and his 
Critics, p. 63). The Or. has changed j\mpws (Kz) into pnanws 
apparently because of the following paws. 

Passed. In ny we have another anomaly. 9 its subject is 
never fem. in Hebrew or Syriac, though it is treated as so here. 

3°%. Doxology of the king. 

Sent his angel and delivered his servants. These two clauses 
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are quoted in T. Sym. 2° améoreite roy dyyedov adrod kal éppicaro 
a’rév: also in Acts 12), 

Delivered. 3Y8 probably Shaph. as a loan-word from Assyr. 
Sazub(u). The earlier form of this borrowed word in Aram. is 
aw: cf. Cowley 38°, 54°, Ah. 46: also CJS. ii. 113 in the proper 
name u1wndy. These are fifth cent. s.c. But in later Aram., 
as in our author and in the Imtan Inscription (a.p. 93) Cooke 
ro11?"18, we have the form 3»w as well as inthe Targums. This 
fuller form appears in the Syr. as oJaa. 

Trusted in him. 5y yn> is frequent in the Targums and in the 
Christian Palestinian Aramaic. It is derived from the Ass. 
rahdsu. There is no evidence of its existence in the older 
Aram. 

Set at nought, i.e. Y28. Cf. the Haph‘el of this verb with the 
same meaning in Ezra 61), 

Have given their bodies (to the fire). I have restored ‘to the 
fire’ with the LXX and Th. rapéSoxay ra copata airéey eis eumupiopdy 
(Th. «is zip). This passage seems to have suggested the form of 
words in 1 Cor. 13°, which Montg. compares kal éay rapadé 75 copa 
pou iva KavOnowpat. 

3°. Decree of the king. 

Anything amiss. So Or. %¥ as in 6°, But since the Kz. 
reads 79¥, this is probably with Hitzig to be punctuated Dv, 
We. PNY SAS Ti Sword’; thing? : cf 1 Sams 1 and<444¢9. in 
our text. In Cowley 7°, 764 it retains the meaning of ‘request’. 

Shall be cut in pieces, &c. See note on 2°. 

Shall be made. mnvw. In 2° the verb is powny. 

3°°, Caused... to prosper. nbyn: that is, he caused them to 
prosper in the offices they already held in the province of 
Babylon: cf. LXX 6+: also pp. 151-2. 


APPENDIX TO VERSES 3”” 


The Eight (?) Classes of Royal Officials. 


In 323 the Aramaic gives a list of eight classes of royal officials 
in both verses. Since several distinguished scholars have 
maintained on various grounds that originally there were only 
seven, and appealed to the LXX and Th. in support of this 
view, some examination of the Versions on this question is 
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necessary. For a full examination see Bludau, Alexandrinische 
Uebersetzung des Buches Daniel, pp. 99 seq: 

1. First of all we observe that the Pesh. supports the 
Aramaic text both in respect of the order and number of the 
eight classes. | 

But the evidence of the LXX, Th., and Vulg. diverge here. 
In 3? these three Versions give only seven classes, while in 3° 
Th. gives apparently only six, while the Vulg. gives seven. 

Let us compare the three Versions with regard to the fifth 
and sixth classes, remembering however that the LXX is 
borrowed from Th. by Origen in 3°. 


lbp: Th. Vulg. 


3°. Siouxnrds kai Tos ex == -2,._ TUpdvvous kai Tos = 2, tyrannos et prae- 


efovola@y Kata x@pay em €&ovgl@y fectos 
3* ripavyor peyaror €r 3. TUparvor peyddo of 3. tyranni et opti- 
eLovoiav em eovaotav mates qui erant 
in potestatibus 
constituti 


Here we observe that peydédo. occurs in ver. 3 in the LXX and 
Th., which in these Versions is only an epithet, but that in the 
Vulg. it represents a distinct class. It is only reasonable to 
infer that the Versions are here corrupt and have compressed 
two classes into one, if we compare ver. 3 with ver. 2 in each 
Version, even if we fail to consider the presence of peyddo. 
But, if we take it into account and the optimates in the Vulg., 
we may go further and infer that Th. in 3° has compressed 
three classes into one. But it is to be observed that these 
officials 3° were omitted in the LXX and borrowed by Origen 
from Th. 

The renderings are loose and divergent: yet it is possible to 
identify them with the Aramaic which they profess to translate. 
The third of these classes oi én’ eovo.dy (Th.) appearing only as 
er’ e€ovovav in the LXX and gui erant in potestatibus constituti 
in the Vulg. are clearly the x’n5n ‘sheriffs’; since in all three 
versions they correspond in order. Next the ripavvo, peyddor, 
oi ém’ e€ovoiav are most probably renderings of x*12Nn5, NIN, 
xynon. The absence of the conjunctions in the Greek reflects 
the characteristic absence of conjunctions in the Aramaic. 

Thus it is highly probable that there were originally seven 
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names in ver. 3. But the evidence is not conclusive. Sym- 
machus gives really eight names in 3%, and transliterates three 
of the Aramaic words thus: rods yaBdapnvois, rods OaBdapnvovs, Tovs 
baBdaovs. 


SECTION IV 


i.e. Chapter 4, in the eighteenth year of the reign of 
Nebuchadnezzar. 


§ 1. There are two forms of this Chapter. 

Both cannot be right. There is of course the possibility that 
the order of both texts is wrong. An examination, however, 
of the conflicting orders and texts will show that the LXX has 
in the main preserved the true order of the text and its original 
character, although it is very inaccurate in details and exhibits 
frequent mistranslations and dittographies. In fact, though it 
omits the later additions from the hand of a reviser, yet through 
its frequent dittographies it contains nearly 40 per cent. more 
words than the MT and the Versions dependent upon it. 
In this estimate no account is taken of the three well-known 
additions, Susanna and the Elders, the Prayer of Azariah, and 
the Song of the Three Children. This great lengthening of the 
text in chapter 4 is unique in the LXX of Daniel. In the next 
chapter the LXX text is 30 per cent. shorter. Let us now 
compare the two conflicting texts. 

(a) The Massoretic text. In this text, which is followed by 
Th., Pesh., Vulg., the entire narrative is given im the form of 
a prescript or imperial pronouncement which Nebuchadnezzar 
issues to all his subjects. It begins with a greeting to ‘all the 
peoples, nations, and languages that dwell in all the earth’, and 
proceeds to state the king’s desire to make known to them ‘the 
signs and wonders that the Most High God had wrought 
upon him, and that His kingdom is a kingdom for everlasting ’ 
(3°1-*3), He then recounts a dream which had troubled him, 
and tells how he had summoned the magicians, enchanters, 
Chaldeans, and soothsayers to make known its interpretation 
(41-4) ; and how on their failure Daniel was brought before him 
(4°-°). Thereupon the king set forth his dream (47~"’), which 
Daniel forthwith interpreted (419%), Within a year Daniel’s 
interpretation of the dream was fulfilled, and the king driven 
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forth to live with the beasts of the field (4?°~°°). At the end of 
seven times the king’s reason returned to him, and he was 
restored unto his kingdom, and so he praised and honoured and 
extolled the God of heaven (4°14). 

(6) The LXX. Turning now to the LXX we observe first of 
all that it omits the first three verses in the MT, which trans- 
form the next thirty-four into an imperial prescript. This 
chapter begins simply, in the LXX, with the words 41? ¢~°): 
‘In the eighteenth year of his reign Nebuchadnezzar said: I 
Nebuchadnezzar was at rest in mine house...’. Then follows 
in the same narrative form 47»—3+(10b—81), in which the king is. 
represented as the speaker; 4°-7*@ 10) it rightly omits as we 
shall see presently, and gives quite a different version of 42°(1§), 
At the close of 4°47) comes the equivalent of the royal pre- 
script, which in the Massoretic is placed at the beginning of the 
section, 3°1~3 (41-8). It must be confessed that the order and 
contents of the prescript in the LXX are confused beyond 
conception, as we shall see presently. Notwithstanding, 
we shall discover that the LXX, and not the MT followed 
by the versions of Th., Pesh., and Vulg., has preserved the 
true character of this chapter and the right order of thought 
in the main, as it left the hands of our author. In this chapter 
as in chaps. 3 and 6 the king issues his prescript as a result of 
his spiritual and psychical experiences. Thus the same order of 
thought is observed by the LXX in chaps. 3, 4, and 6. 

Let us summarize the evidence in support of the order of the 
text as preserved in the LXX. 

(2) The order of the text in 4 follows the analogy of 3 and 6. 
Chap. 3, gives an account of Nebuchadnezzar’s experiences 
in relation to the three young Hebrews, and then appends, 
as their natural sequel, the king’s edict in which the king 
acknowledges the God of the Hebrews as the Most High 
God, and commends the faithfulness and heroism of His servants 
in worshipping Him at all costs, and secures by a decree (3°) 
their right to do so without let or hindrance henceforth. 61-24 
tells of the plot of the satraps and presidents against Daniel, 
in the course of which they persuade the king to issue a decree, 
forbidding anyone to ask a petition of God or man for thirty 
days. Daniel refused obedience to this decree, he was cast 
into the den of lions, but delivered uninjured the next morning. 
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Thereupon (675-8) Darius issued a decree enjoining all his 
subjects to stand in awe of the God of Daniel. The analogies of 
chaps. 3 and 6, therefore, support the order into which the matter is 
cast in the LXX in chap. 4. First comes the king’s psychical 
experiences, and thereupon follows his royal prescript in the LX X 
but not in the MT. 

(8) But not only is the order in the LXX the more reasonable 
in itself and also confirmed by the analogy of chaps. 3 and 6, 
but traces still survive in the MT, which show that it is 
a secondary form or recast of a text which observed the same 
order as the LXX, that is, a narrative of thirty-four verses fol- 
lowed by a royal prescript; for in vv. 16, 25-30 (19, 28 sqq.) the 
narrative form persists in which the king is spoken of 7 the 
third person. The redactor has here forgotten to transform these 
features of the narrative form in the third person into that of the 
prescript form tn the first. 

(y) The LXX alone of all the authorities preserves the date 
of Section IV (recalled in 41°), and that, as is our author’s all 
but universal method, in its opening sentence. Here Th., which 
alone supported the LXX in 31, fails us. And the explanation 
is not far to seek. When once the wrong and fatal step of 
transposing the royal prescript from the end of chap. 4 to the 
beginning was made by a reviser of the MT, the next step of 
omitting the date in 4 followed naturally. On their author’s 
practice of dating each Section, see Introd., § 4. 

(8) The LXX shows its superior text in omitting vv. 43-7 
(6-108) which recount the assembling together of the wise men at 
the king’s command to interpret his dream, their failure to do so, 
and finally Daniel’s appearance before the king, who asks Daniel 
to interpret his dream. The relative positions of Daniel and the 
wise men during Nebuchadnezzar’s reign’ were settled once 
and for all in chap. 2. There was, therefore, no occasion to 
summon the wise men when Daniel was at the king’s right 
hand; for Daniel was ruler over the whole province of Babylon 
and chief governor of all its wise men (2*%). The LXX, by 
thus omitting all mention of the wise men and representing the 
king as at once consulting Daniel in 41°('*), puts the action of 
the king in a reasonable light. It would have been wholly in- 

1 The situation is quite different in 5°. Nebuchadnezzar had died more than 


twenty years before the time of chap. 5. 
3266 : G 
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congruous to summon Daniel’s subordinates apart from himself, 
where the use of gifts was called for, in the possession of which 
gifts Daniel was absolutely unique, as alike the king and people 
knew only too well. 

43—7@(6-10a) then, appears to be an early addition made by a 
scribe, who, though he knew the text of the book, was not a 
master of its thought, nor yet of its phraseology. And the more 
the book is studied, the more convinced the student becomes of 
the clear and masterful mind of its author. 4%~7* is composed of 
a variety of phrases drawn from the other Aramaic chapters in 
Daniel, but there are three misuses of the author’s style in 4*°° 
(78,9), There is only one phrase Dox xd 4° which is not found 
elsewhere in our author. Observe also that the four classes of 
wise men are drawn from 5!!. Again we find in 481@4)°~82(35) 
another addition of the reviser, in which the unity of the text is 
broken up as before, and where again the reviser betrays his 
ignorance of our author’s phraseology (see 4°! sqq. note)). Thus 
the evidence of the text and that of the context agree in 
rejecting these additions of the reviser, and both conspire to 
prove that here our author is pursuing the order he observes in 
chaps. 3 and 6. 


§ 2. The source of the historical statements in this chapter. 

It is now generally agreed that there is nothing to be found in 
the inscriptions or in ancient history relating to Nebuchad- 
nezzar’s insanity. On the other hand, it is no less certain that 
the author of this chapter was following a popular tradition, 
another form of which is preserved by Eusebius (Pracparatio 
Evangelica, ix. 41) from the Assyrian history of Abydenus, who 
lived about 200 B.c. ‘I found also the following statements 
concerning Nebuchadnezzar in the work of Abydenus, Con- 
cerning the Assyrians : 

“Now Megasthenes (/loruit 300 B.c.) says that Nebuchad- 
nezzar was braver than Hercules, and made an expedition 
against Libya and Iberia, and, having subdued them, 
settled a part of their inhabitants on the right shore of Pontus. 
And afterwards, the Chaldeans say, he went up to his palace, 
and being possessed by some god or other uttered the following 
speech: ‘O men of Babylon, I Nebuchadnezzar here foretell 
to you the coming calamity, which neither Belus my ancestor 
nor queen Beltis is able to persuade the Fates to avert. There 
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will come a Persian mule, aided by the alliance of your own 
deities, and will bring you into slavery. And the joint author 
of this will be (the son)! of a Median woman, in whom the 
Assyrians glory. O would that before he gave up my citizens 
some Charybdis or sea might swallow him utterly out of sight; 
or that, turning in other directions, he might be carried across 
the desert, where there are neither cities nor foot of man, but 
where wild beasts have pasture and birds their haunts, that he 
might wander alone among rocks and ravines; and that before 
he took such thoughts into his mind, I myself had found 
a better end.’ 

“He after uttering this prediction immediately disappeared, 
and his son Amil-Marudocus became king. But he was slain 
by his kinsman Iglisar, who left a son Labassoarask. And 
when he died by a violent death, Nabannidochus, who was not 
at all related to him (mpocjxovrd of otd&) was appointed king. 
But after the capture of Babylon, Cyrus presents him with the 
principality of Carmania”’’ (Gifford’s edition III. i. 484-5). 

We have here clearly a legend of Babylonian origin referring 
to the overthrow of the Babylonian empire by Cyrus ‘the 
mule’, and the part borne therein by Nabu-na’id, the last of the 
Babylonian kings. 

I have quoted the above passage in order to show on the 
one hand certain small points of contact between the history 
in Daniel and that in Abydenus, and on the other their hopeless 
divergence on the question of historical truth. 

First as regards the resemblances, Nebuchadnezzar is repre- 
sented in both as being on the roof of his palace: in both 
a divine voice makes itself heard (in the former work to the 
king, in the latter through him): and finally the doom pronounced 
in both is similar though its object differs. But neither form of 
the story is borrowed from the other, though that of Abydenus 
is more primitive, while that in Daniel has been transformed to 
serve a didactic aim. 

Next as regards the divergence between these two lines of 
tradition. The popular tradition made the last Babylonian king 
a son of Nebuchadnezzar, whose wife, according to Berossus in 


1] have here, after Schrader, Bevan, and others’ example, introduced 
von Gutschmid’s conjecture of vids M745ns for Mj5ns—son of a Median woman, 
e.g. Nabu-na’id. 

G2 
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Joseph., C. Apion. i. 19, had been brought up in Media, and 
so may (?) have been a Median (tiv yuvaika atrod . . . reOpappevny 
év tois kara th» Mndiav rérus). Herodotus apparently identifies 
Labynetus II with Nabina’id (i. 77), and makes the latter the 
son of Labynetus I, i.e. Nebuchadnezzar (i. 188). In our 
author this same tradition is reproduced: see 5” note. But 
Abydenus whom I have just quoted and Berossus (Joseph., 
C. Apion. i. 19) give the list of Nebuchadnezzar’s four Baby- 
lonian successors ending with Nabina’id, and definitely state 
that the Nabtna’id was not the son of Nebuchadnezzar; nay 
more Abydenus states that he was not in any way related to 
him (rpooyjkovrd of ode). If Nabiina’id had married the widow of 
Nebuchadnezzar, such a union, with all the rights it entailed, 
would have made Abydenus’s statement impossible. 


§ 3. The object of Chapter 4. 


The object of chapter 4 is not, as 3 is in part, to admonish the 
Jews against idolatry, but to show the sheer helplessness of the 
heathen powers over against the true God. However irresistible 
the power of Antiochus might seem to the Jews, our author teaches 
through the lips of the great king of Babylon, that the mightiest 
monarch, who resists the will of God, has no more power than the 
meanest of mankind, and can in one moment be reduced, not 
merely to the position of the latter, but even to that of the brute. 
The obvious lesson involved is that the Jews are not to fear the 
power of Antiochus Epiphanes ; for that God rules, and nothing 
can fall out but what He permits. As the pride of Nebuchad- 
nezzar was humbled, so would be that of the Syrian king. As 
the king learnt the lesson of religious toleration through the 
faithfulness of the three Jewish Confessors in iii, so now 
through that of Daniel he learns that the God of Israel is the 
supreme God. 


§ 4. The text. 


It may be at once confessed that it is impossible to recover 
the text in the form in which it left the author’s hand. We 
have already recognized in § 1 that this chapter has been trans- 
mitted in two quite distinct forms, the more original being that 
in the LXX, seeing that the order of events in the LXX corre- 
sponds with that in chaps. 3 and 6. In other words the author 
observed a special order in developing his theme, and this order 
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has been preserved in the LXX, but not in the MT, in this 
chapter. But, when we have necessarily conceded the greater 
originality of the LXX in this respect, we cannot but confess 
that the text of the individual passages in the LXX is often 
hopeless. A minute comparison of the LXX, which in many 
respects goes back to 145 B.c., with the MT, leads the student 
to conclude that the reviser or editor found this chapter in an 
appalling state of corruption, and that he acted drastically, 
reconstructing it from start to finish so far as its primitive 
character went, and making additions of his own, which it is 
not difficult to detect, as he was not wholly familiar with his 
author’s style. 

(a) Omissions. 

4. ‘In the eighteenth year of his reign.” Preserved in the 
LXX. This note of time is characteristic of our author at the 
beginning of each section. 

(6) Interpolations. 

oars te 2), See note 72 Joc. 

4 (8), The reviser has excised the original 415(!8) (preserved 
in LXX) and replaced it by a verse of his own composition in 
order to justify the large interpolation of 4°~7 (6-1), Tt begins 
with a construction unexampled in our author. Next, if the 
phrase ‘ king Nebuchadnezzar’ is faithfully transmitted, then this 
order of the words is rare in Daniel and apparently unknown 
before Daniel. 

43le-82, These verses are not found inthe LXX. The two 
closing lines of 421 are contrary to our author’s mode of quoting 
them. See note mm Joc. Again in 4°76 A? TON) is wholly at 
variance with our author’s usage, who would here have said 
‘mptp apx’. See note zz /oc. and Introd., § 20. w. 


(c) Late Aramaic. 

45(8), “2 mew 3. Not (?) in Aramaic before 200 B.c. 

423(26), sow = God. Not in O.T. outside Daniel, but in 
Apocrypha and late Hebrew. 

41619), ponwx. The » is late for 7. . 

(d) Jussive forms (3rd plur.) lost unless in 41, 51° after ox. 
I am convinced that in Ezra the jussive forms without final num, 
even when not preceded by Sx, occurred in 6%7, but that they 
were subsequently assimilated to the ordinary 3rd plur. imperfect 
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by scribes. In our author these forms have survived in three 
passages owing to the fact that they were preceded by Sx. But 
it is probable that in the Aramaic of our author these forms had 
disappeared unless after the negative. Thus the 3rd plural 
imperf. ending in mun had to fulfil the double function, i.e. of 
a jussive, as in 419(16), 22(25),29(32), and of an ordinary imperfect 
or future indicative elsewhere. 


412(4,5)7h-14(10b—-17),_ The king recounts his dream tn his royal 
pronouncement, 

414), In the eighteenth year of his reign Nebuchadnezzar 
said’, In the introduction to this chapter I have shown that 
both the external evidence of the LXX, the internal inconsis- 
tencies of the MT, and the method pursued by our author in 
4 require us to transfer 3°!~%3 (4!~%) to the close of the chapter. 
The words which I have introduced in brackets at the beginning 
of 4! are from the LXX. When the original order of the text was 
altered by the reviser, who sought to give the entire chapter 
the form of a royal prescript with the grounds on which it was 
based, the sentence in brackets being in the ¢hird person was 
obviously out of place amongst a succession of sentences in the 
first. Moreover, the retention of the date in this transformed 
context would have been incongruous. 

At rest—contented and at ease—in a good or in a bad sense 
according to the context: Ps. 122°, 73”. 

Flourishing. The word }3~4, which is properly used of a tree, 
was possibly suggested by Ps. 921), where, as here, it is used 
figuratively of persons. It is used indifferently of the prosperity 
of the righteous, Ps. 52'°, or of the wicked, Ps. 37°. 

420), Which made me afraid. sn. The use of the imperfect 
for the perfect as here is rare in Biblical Aram. (cf. 41738, 58, 
6*°, 7'*), and not in the Targums according to Bevan. The 
LXX adds here kai Bos por éréxeoev, which appears to be a loose 
duplicate rendering of ‘35m. 

And thoughts upon my bed and the visions of my head troubled 
me. These two clauses were lost in the Aramaic MS. from 
which the LXX was translated, and the loss was caused by 
homoioteleuton sadna +++ +++ aadm. All the words are those 
of our author (save }77n), and the phrases are used as our 
author uses them, 
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Thoughts or imaginations, i.e. }97n—derivatives of which 
occur in the Targums, Syr., and late Hebrew. Since Th. 
renders érapéxéyv Bertholdt conjectures that he had 12773 from 
WY, i.e. L had evil fancies or thoughts. 

Visions of my head. Cf. 278, 47), 1003), 71,15, 

(4° 202, This passage I have relegated to the foot ot the 
page in my translation, as an addition of the reviser who 
transformed this chapter from being a narrative, in which the 
king is spoken of in the third person followed by an edict, into 
a royal pronouncement in which it was the intention of the 
reviser to make the king speak throughout in the first person, 
but failed to transform the text thoroughly in this respect. See 
Introd. to this chapter, § 1 (8), p. 81 sq. 

4°), Made I a decree. Cf. 33?9, 627(26), 

To bring in, i.e. ndysnd, Haph‘el inf. of bby. This is the form 
of the Haph‘el always found in the Fifth Cent. Pap. (see Cowley 
i, 42). In 5" we find nova. In 2” we have the perfect bya, 

To bring in all the wise men of Babylon. Though Daniel was 
the chief of all the wise men, he was not summoned along with 
them. The reviser who added 4°~7* is not conscious of this 
inconsistency, though in 4° he makes the king address Daniel 
as ‘master of the magicians’. 

All the wise men of Babylon. The same phrase in 2348, cf, 578, 

That they might make known, &c. Cp. 2°° for the same phrase. 

44, Came in. posy Kt, On, Py. On the latter form see 
Marti, Gram., § 66 e¢. The participle is found in 5° in the same 
connexion. 

The magicians, the enchanters, the Chaldeans, and the soothsayers. 
These four classes are enumerated in 5!! and there only. 

I told the dream before them. The phrase ‘tell the dream’ is 
found in 247, The whole clause is }im2sP MIN TDN. Now this 
use of DIP before any person less than God or the king, as again 
in the next verse N7DN ‘MMP, where it replaces ?, is against 
the usage of our author. The interpolator should have used b 
after "DN here. op is found after "x or some other verb when 
God or a king or a dynasty is spoken of or is addressed. See 
Introd., § 20. w. 

458), +At the lastt. This rendering of } nx “Jy is doubtful. 
Michaelis and Bevan, adopting the Q7, read JINN TY, ‘yet 
another’. See Kautzsch, § 69. 10; Marti, §§ 87.6, 94, 98. 
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Whose name was B. This idiom “3 7~¥ “1 is found also in 
2°6, 416 It is unknown, so far as I can discover, in earlier 
Aramaic. In the Aram. Pap. (Cowley, 28%%1%, 33'~°, Ah. 1, 4-5, 
18, Beh. 2, 7, &c.) the "\ is always omitted. See Introd., 
§ 20. 2. 

According to the name of my god, i.e. Bel. This is a mistake. 
The name Belteshazzar is not derived from Bel. See note on 
17, This statement is a development of what is said in the 
revised text in 5!2, where we read ‘ Daniel, whom the king 
named Belteshazzar’. But according to 17 it was not the king 
but the prince of the eunuchs who gave this name to Daniel, 
and apparently Nebuchadnezzar had no personal knowledge of 
Daniel at all until after he had been trained by the prince of the 
eunuchs for the king’s service. The LXX knows nothing of 
the false etymology here recorded, nor in 5! does it know 
anything of the false statement that the king had named Daniel 
Belteshazzar. 

In whom ts the spirit of the holy gods. This clause here as 
also in 4615 is borrowed from 51414. Cf. 64@). 

I told the dream before him. See note on 4* on the interpo- 
later’s misuse of O11), 

Th. omits xbn ‘the dream’. We should then translate ‘I 
said before him’. This omission, it is true, removes the incon- 
sistency between this verse and the next, where the king 
according to the Aramaic requires Daniel to tell him the dream, 
though according to the clause, with which we are immediately 
dealing, the king has just declared ‘1 told the dream before him’. 
Now either this statement or the statement in the next verse is 
false. But the first statement is evidently that of the reviser ; 
for according to 4* the king has already told the dream to the 
wise men. The corruption, therefore, lies in the latter half of 4°. 

4°), Master of the magicians. Here again the reviser has 
borrowed a phrase from 54, x20 Nn 34, where alone it is used 
to designate Daniel beyond the present borrowed phrase. In 
2‘° the king makes Daniel ‘chief governor over all the wise 
men’ 533 wo.>n 55 dy yD 35. 

No secret troubleth thee. Behrmann observes that these words 
> pox x5 19-53 read almost like an Aramaic version of Ezek. 28%, 
where Ezekiel says of the prince of Tyre: ‘Behold thou art 
wiser than Daniel; there is no secret that they can hide from 
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thee ’—yny xd ono 55. The Targum on Ezek. here gives 
q20 Noam yb 19 5p. 

"Hear! the vistons of my dream... and tell the interpretation 
thereof. Were | follow Th., who inserts dkovcov, The Aramaic 
reads as follows: ‘Tell the visions of my dream ... and the 
interpretation thereof’. This is clearly corrupt. Even the 
reviser could not have been guilty of such an obvious self- 
contradiction as this text would create between this statement 
and the two different statements in 44°. Hence on the strength 
of Th. we assume the loss of 3% in the Aramaic, as Marti has 
done in his translation in Kautzsch’s Die Heilige Schrift®. In 
his commentary Marti abandons this emendation of the text, 
and, rejecting ‘1n as the slip of a scribe, regards the resulting 
expression ‘my dream and its interpretation’ as a hendiadys. 
This would restore consistency to the text, but the method 
requires too many suppositions. It would be simpler with Giese- 
brecht (GGA. 1. 895, 598) to take “IN as a corruption of MINN 
‘I will recount my dream and do thou tell me its interpretation’. 

Visions of my dream. This expression is not found elsewhere 
in the Aramaic of Daniel. Partly on this ground Giesebrecht, 
whom I have quoted in the preceding note, would emend it. 
But, since on other grounds we have concluded that 43-™ is 
the addition of a reviser, who borrows all his phrases save one 
from our author, but misuses some of them, it is best to regard 
this phrase as persisting in the form in which it left the reviser’s 
hand. This phrase, which both the Aram., Th., and Vulg. 
preserve, is contrary to the usage of our author, who speaks of 
wo 5 m2!) 72, and ww “nm 228, 42710, 7115, but never of 
on "nm. The Pesh. =* 30x mwa wy in nn edn na, 
which shows another attempt to emend the Aramaic. 

47102), And the visions of my head. These words though not 
found in Th. appear in the Aramaic, as the close of the addition 
made by the reviser. They have already occurred in the 
beginning of the interpolation in 4”, and thus resume that narra- 
tive where the addition broke off. We might compare his 
additions. in 424°" 3:26%, 

4ib-l4 (l0b—17), In this dream of the king the imagery is clearly 
borrowed to a great extent from Ezek. 31°-"4, where the glory 
of the Assyrian is likened to that of a cedar in Lebanon, in the 
boughs of which all the fowls of heaven made their nests, and 
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under the branches of which all the beasts of the field brought 
forth their young, and under the shadow of which dwelt all great 
nations. This great tree, like that in the king’s vision, was 
suddenly destroyed. Behrmann and Driver compare the dream 
of Xerxes recorded in Herod. vii. 19, in which he saw himself 
crowned with a shoot of an olive tree, the boughs of which 
cover the whole earth. 

4 (10a), Upon my bed I saw. So Th. and MT, though the 
Massoretes connect the word ‘upon my bed’ with the clause 
that precedes ‘Thus were the visions of my head’. In some 
form and most probably in this form these words belong to the 
original text, since the LXX also has corresponding words, 
though probably corrupt, emi tis Koirns wou exadevdov. 

47>-9, These verses form, as Marti has recognized, two 
stanzas of four lines each. But in the first stanza the second 
line is bracketed as a dittograph of line 4, and in the second 
stanza the second line is a dittograph of line 5. 

4°), Began to reach. Here the imperfect follows the perfect 
as in 42:4, 

The sight thereof. The form of "Nit is difficult. Kautzsch 
(§ 61. 4 Anm.) and Bevan think that it may be a mistake for 
mnwn. The sense also not satisfactory. It should mean not 
‘height’ but ‘extent’ as the renderings of the LXX and Th. 
TO KUTos avrov Suggest. 

4°02), The leaves thereof. ‘With ™.5¥ compare O'NDY Ps. 1041*. 
On the form of 72)8 see note on 2°. Prince (7m /oc.) thinks that 
this is the original form of the word, and compares the Assyr. 
inbu, ‘ fruit’. 

Meat, i.e. $1, Also in Heb. Cf. Gen. 45%8, 2 Chron. 1128 (of 
Aramaic origin). The long syllable in the preformative of this 
word, as also in the same word in Syriac, is not found else- 
where in Aramaic. Yet Noldeke (Mand. Gram., § 110. 3) regards 
this as the ancient form. 

For all. 737x525, On the daghesh forte see Kautzsch, § 12. 
20 Sulgaurt 

Were sheltering ... dwelling ... was being fed. As Driver 
remarks, these tenses ‘denote what was habitual, and therefore 
might be observed as taking place at the time of his dream’. 


Were sheltering. 5$yn is a rare example of verb y”y not being 
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contracted in the Haph’el. Cf. Kautzsch, § 46. 3: Marti, § 66 a. 
Contrast PIA 2444, 

Dwelling. For #7) the Or. substitutes 173, since the nom. ”¥ 
is usually feminine. Cf. 418, 

41003), Saw : literally ‘was seeing’, as in 47(10), 74,7,9,11,13,21, 

A watcher. Cf. 440,203), The word y is transliterated as 
eip by Th., and translated by the LXX by d@yyedos, and by the other 
versions by ¢ypyyopes. This last word appears frequently in the 
Greek version of 1 Enoch. See 1° n., 62, 107%, &c., where it 
designates two classes of angels: (1) archangels (unfallen) ; 
(2) fallen angels. The distinction of the Watchers into these 
two classes seems to be already implied in our text; for there 
are not two heavenly beings who are referred to here but only 
one. Hence the compound phrase ‘the watcher and that a holy 
one’ (so also in 4?°?9))= ‘a holy watcher’. Bevan seeks to 
discount this conclusion by comparing it with the phrase 
avin) 13. But even in this phrase the second noun qualifies 
the meaning of the first. The 73 had civil rights. The awin 
had apparently none. Hence the second noun minimizes the 
force of the first. It is used in the sense of ‘angel’ also in 
Syriac. It is not impossible that the word originally occurred 
in Ps. 827, and that for 0% ‘princes’ we should read OY, 
Aramaic words are of not infrequent occurrence in the Psalms. 
We should then translate: 


‘I have said, ye are gods 
And ye are all the sons of the Most High ; 
Nevertheless ye shall die like common men 
And perish like one of the Watchers.’ 


In Isa. 2424.2 the heavenly patrons of the nations are punished 
for their offences: cf. Ps. 581: in 1 Enoch 1ro4}%, 14-16, 88}, 
Jubilees 52°, the punishment of the faithless Watchers is re- 
corded. They shall be cast down into ‘an abyss ’. 

The term ‘Watcher’ recalls the words 02¥ = ‘ watchmen’ 
in Isa. 626. These ‘watchmen’ are not prophets but heavenly 
beings commissioned by God to put him in remembrance of the 
walls of Zion. 

An holy one. This designation denoting an angel—cf. 8”, 
Job 51, 1515; Ps. 89%8, &c.—is very frequent in 1 Enoch, where 
see the note on 1° in my edition. 
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Came down. With 2 where the primitive 7 is retained cf. 
23 317, PR 6%, P27 7°. 

Cried aloud. See note on 3+. 

44104), The words of the watcher form a stanza of four lines. 

From under it. For “iFNR (a Hebraistic pointing) read ‘Minha 
as in 4°. 

41°15), Stump. “BY should here as well as in 47°? be punc- 
tuated PY (Kautzsch, §59c¢, who draws attention to the long 
vowel in the Syriac). 

With a band of tron and brass. The meaning is somewhat 
obscure. A hope of restoration remained since the stump was 
left in the ground, but the band of iron and brass seems to be 
‘a figure of speech for the stern and crushing sentence under 
which the king is to live ’ (Bevan), so long as his punishment was 
to last. The words refer to the king only, as the next verse 
shows, and not to the second and third world powers, as has 
been suggested. Otherwise the clause may be a figure for the 
restraint which the king would have to endure during his 
malady (Prince). 

41516), Let his heart be changed from man’s, &c. That is, ‘let 
him receive the understanding of a beast (imagine himself an 
animal)’ (Driver) The heart here denotes of course ‘the 
intellect’. The heart, in Hebrew psychology, is the seat of 
the intellect: cf. Jer. 52!, ‘foolish people and without under- 
standing’ (ad Pie Hos. 7. 

Man's. Here and in the next verse the At. reads NwiN (a 
Hebraism—not in the Fifth Cent. Pap., nor in the Zinjirli 
Inscription eighth cent. (see Cooke, 62”°), but the Ov. Nwow as in 
238,43, 422,20, On the construction NwiN jp for “x 32d yp cf. 17°, 
Cf. the use of jt) in 1 Kings 15}, 

Seven times: i.e. seven years as the LXX renders it. Ct. 
q®, 12", Soalso Joseph., Ant. x. 10. 6. 

Changed. In.Hebrew (cf. 1 Sam. 2114), Assyr. and Syriac 
the verb sov is used of mental derangement. See Prince zx Joc. 
113*—an active verb is used impersonally to express the passive 
as in?3*. 

440), The decree of the watchers, i.e. pry for xy in 
imitation of poetical style. In 424 it is said to be ‘the decree 
of the Most High’. In the OT. the angels form a kind of 
heavenly council (Ps. 89%% 5mp and owsIp ND), Job aie 
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Jer. 2318. This idea was developed in later Judaism to an 
extravagant and even blasphemous degree, in accordance with 
which God was represented as doing nothing without consulting 
this council (Sanh. 38°, where this statement is made and this 
passage of Daniel quoted). When God wished to make Heze- 
kiah the Messiah His council successfully resisted Him (Sanh. 
94°), and when He purposed to admit the descendants of 
Nebuchadnezzar into the Jewish Community, the angels of ser- 
vice would not suffer it. See Weber, /sdische Theologie, 175 sq. 

By the word. Here the preposition is to be repeated from the 
preceding clause: cf. Ges.-Kautzsch, § 119 hh, as Michaelis 
painted out, 

Decision. NADNY is found in the Fifth Cent. Pap. (Cowley, 
7°) in the sense of ‘petition’. It also means ‘question’. But, 
as Montg. zz loc. has shown, it bears here the above meaning. 

Men, i. e. DWN, is pure Hebrew due to a thoughtless scribe. 
Read xwox. Cf. the K¢ ovady in 7!° and ovaby in Ezra 4%. 

408), I have here given the translation of the LXX in the 
text, since it alone admits of a consistent view of the entire 
chapter, though the last clause seems corrupt. The LXX runs 
as follows: 

opodpa ebatpaca eri rovtas, Kal 6 Umvos pou anéotn amd tev dpbarpov 
prov. kal avacras TO mpwl €k THs KoiTns pov exddeca TOV Aavndr Tov dpxovTa 
tov copistay Kal Tov iyyoupevov TOY KpwdvtTav Ta evirrma, Kal Sinynodpyy 
atT@ 76 virion, Kal IrédecEé por Macav THY vyKpLOLY avTOL. 

The form and the contents of the Aramaic here calls for 
attention. (1) Asregards the form xnbn no, if we are to trans- 
late it ‘this dream’, this is against the usage of our author in 
the other eleven passages where this pronoun occurs. It should 
follow not precede its noun. See Introd., § 20.h. Again the 
order ‘king Nebuchadnezzar’ is rare in our author. Out of 
nineteen instances the Aram. observes this order only in seven, 
one of which is the present passage. But the LXX supports 
the Aram. in only three out of these seven passages. Its text 
differs in the rest. Thus in addition to the overwhelming diffi- 
culties of the context, the text itself is not wholly free from 
difficulty, though outside the points criticized the idioms are 
quite those of our author. (2) The contents of the Aramaic 
stand or fall with 42-70), Since both the LX X omits this latter 
- passage, and the context itself is against it, the present form of 
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the Aramaic of 4% must be rejected as the work of the reviser 
who added 42-74, and the LXX accepted in default of a better. 

I was alarmed, i.e. OA. Cf. 3%. My sleep departed, &c., 
i.e. mp me. Cf. 6. Arose early, i.e. NIDIDwWIA Nop: cf. 6?°. 
Chief of the wise men, i.e. xvoran 37: cf. 248, 5". The master 
(2320: cf. 248). Interpreters of dreams, i.e. wodn paweo wT: cf. 
51%. Told him the dream, i.e. xnbn nb-noox:: cf. 247. 

And he made known to me all its interpretation = > % ym 
mwp. We should expect rod iroSeiga = ‘inynnd ‘in order that 
he should make known’. Or else jparnca atrov trodeigar = Saw 
mad 7IN. 

[ Text of the above verse in the Massoretic. This verse is mainly 
composed of phrases drawn from the rest of our author. But 
the reviser was not fully acquainted with our author’s style. 
Thus he says nobn nq ‘this dream’, whereas our author 
always put the demonstrative after the noun. See Introd., 
§ 20. h. Again the reviser writes 1¥22129 x25 ‘king Nebuchad- 
nezzar’, whereas our author barely once in three times uses this 
late order. He usually puts the personal name before the 
official, i.e.‘ N. the king’. This latter argument would in itself 
be wholly uncertain, but that it occurs in connexion with the 
former which is certain. On the other hand since Th., Pesh., 
and Vulg. reverse the order of the Aramaic in this verse, it 
follows that our author used the later order only in six out of 
nineteen instances in the original text. 

41619), Observe that in this verse there is still a survival of 
the name. 

Was appalled. D2RWS, Hebraism (Kautzsch § 36), cf. 82”, and 
the only instance of such a form in Biblical Aramaic. But 
Néldeke, ZDMG, 1876, p. 326, holds it to be a true Aramaic form. 

For a while. In InN Ayws, 75n (as in 231, 618) has an indefinite 
meaning. So also in the Fifth Cent. Pap. (Cowley, 302°, &c.) 
‘ns has the same indefinite meaning in Hebrew: cf. 8, Exod. 
33°, TNS yn. The phrase may mean ‘for a moment’. Later it 
came to mean ‘for an hour’. 

The king answered . . . trouble thee. Both the LXX and Th. 
omit—probably through hmt. 

Let... not trouble thee. Were and in 5'°4 the jussive pda 
has maintained itself after 5x with a suffix and in 5l0e without 
a suffix neds. See Marti, Gram., § 52%, 32”. The jussive 
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is distinguished from the usual imperfect through the non- 
insertion of the -” before the suffix here, and in 5!°4 and in 
510 without the final wx where no suffix follows. In the 
Eighth Cent. B.c. Zinjirli Inscription (Cooke, 614712) the third pl. 
imperf. ends also without the zux. Cooke holds that these are 
not jussive in meaning, but they appear to be jussives. In the 
Seventh Cent. B.c. Nerab Inscriptions (Cooke, 64°11, 65° the 3rd 
pl. imperf. without the final un has a jussive force: 1nd ‘let 
them pluck’: wasay qSp2 ‘let them kill thee and destroy’ : 
wwsanm ‘let them make wretched’. Thus in the seventh cen- 
tury this distinction is observed in the Nerab Inscriptions (in 
North Arabia). In the inscriptions of the fifth the jussives are 
well attested. Ina Tema (N. Arabia) inscription Fifth Cent. B.c. 
(Cooke, 6914: CJS. ii. 113) ‘MIND ‘let them pluck him’, and 
[ypp]2° (6971) is also a jussive. In the fifth century papyri and 
documents, the 3rd pl. imperf. without final ux has a jussive 
force. Thus in Eg. Pap. (Cowley, 30%, 317) wy» = ‘let them 
destroy’: (30%, 31°) ym = ‘let them remove’: (26°) ay’ = 
elet them make’ > (26°) 12nd==‘let them give’. In/30%5-and 
32° ;\a5p’ should have a jussive meaning, but in each passage 
the word is written over an erasure. })39N° 79 in Beh. 58 is 
to be construed simply as an indicative. In another Elephantine 
papyrus (Cooke, 738? = CUS. ii. 137: 4th cent. B.c.) we have 
1228’ = ‘let them eat’. In Jer. 10!! we have 7728) ‘they shall 
perish’. 

This jussive form was, therefore, in use from the seventh (if 
not from the eighth) century B.c. down to the fourth or third. 
In Ezra 6°:’—an old Aramaic fifth century document—however, 
we have pia‘nn’ and 7123" where we should expect jussive forms 
without the final xux. It may be reasonably concluded that the 
present forms are not original but adapted to later usage; for 
this distinction was lost in later Aramaic (Stevenson, Gram. of 
Palestine Jewish Aramaic, § 29. 10: 38). Also in Ezra 4"? yn 
may with many scholars be taken as corrupt for pom. In 
respect of this old Aramaic idiom the text of Ezra seems 
untrustworthy; for not in a single passage does it preserve 
this ancient distinction of form and meaning. In Daniel, 
as we have already seen, this jussive form has been preserved 
in three passages 418, 51°), but only after by, and no 
doubt owed its preservation to this prohibitive particle, 
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which does not occur in Ezra. This tends to show that the 
later language was losing its knowledge of the jussive forms, 
and the imperf. indicative ending in mun had to serve both as an 
indicative and a jussive. If the Aramaic of our author were 
sixth or fifth century Aramaic, we should expect 38% in 413, 
pa in 42229, WYO" in 4229; perhaps also Y\p* in 7%4 and yap 
in 738, syn, won and ynbp’ in 776.27, This distinction is lost 
in later Aramaic. 

My lord. »x10. So Kt. Qr. has 1. But see note on 24". 
The retention of the & shows that it still possessed its conso- 
nantal sound, as in the Fifth Cent. Pap. (Cowley, 168, 37)”, 
3387, -8e:), 

417—18(20-21), Repeated with remarkable effect from *°. 

43821), Were dwelling. 11 correspcnding to ‘were shelter- 
ing’, 5$yn in 9, as in the next clause {23% to {17}. 

41922), Art grown, i.e. M21. Or. reads N'2—a 3rd fem. form. 

Is grown and hath reached, i. e. NON NTN). 

The LXX makes a large addition to this verse, part of which 
appears to be original. The part, which contains a reference to 
the date of the chapter, i.e. the eighteenth year of the king’s 
reign, when he destroyed Jerusalem—the head and front of his 
offending from a Jewish standpoint, I subjoin here: tyoén cov 4 
kapdia imepnavia . .. KaOdre eEepnpwoas Toy oikoy Tod beod Tod CevTos— 
‘thy heart is uplifted with pride... forasmuch as thou hast laid 
desolate the house of the Living God’. 

42023), See 410—13(13-16), 

4214), Has come, ie. N82 (Qr.). The Kt. has D—a scribal 
error. 

4225), Thou shalt be driven... shalt be wet. pyayso*** yw. 
Here active participles are used where in English we use the 
passive verb. Intermingled with the participles are two futures 
‘shall be’ (mm) and ‘they shall make (thee) to eat’ (ji»yn")— 
a strange medley. See note on 3% On mnd, which has here 
generally a future sense, as its context shows, see Introd., 
p. xcv. The dream is of the nature of a prophecy, and the 
disasters foretold may be escaped through reformation of life; 
eh: 

As oxen. \n occurs in Aram. Pap. (Cowley 33)°). 

4°3@5), Commandment was given: lit. ‘they commanded’. 
vex. Plural here used as in the preceding verse. 
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‘The heavens. This term is best taken with Bevan and Driver 
as a synonym for God—a meaning not found in the O.T., but in 
the Apocrypha, 1 Macc. 3!%19, 41924; 2 Macc. 92°; Aboth (ed. 
Taylor) 1312, 2216 417; Mark 11°°; Luke 1518; John 32”. Behr- 
mann and Marti less justly identify it with the inhabitants of the 
heaven, i. e. the watchers: cf. 4140, 

42427), My counsel. ‘25 is used in Assyrian milku, ‘counsel’: 
also in late Hebrew as a loan-word: Neh. 57 73): in the 
Syriac, and Targums. 

Be acceptable unto thee. Here 75y is followed by Sy, but in 
3° by oop. 

Break off, or ‘redeem’. This meaning is found in the kindred 
root pp in Hebrew in Ps. 136%*; Lam. 58. The metaphor is 
taken from the breaking of a yoke: cf. Gen. 27*° and Aboth 3°, 
main diy ano pram ‘he who breaks off from him the yoke of 
Thorah’. The counsel here given agrees with that of Sir. 33°~*}, 
Tob. 47" and that of Aboth 4", ‘He who performs one precept 
has gotten himself one advocate, and he who commits one trans- 
gression has gotten to himself one accuser’. But Sir. 3°° which 
reads MNdOn 753n APIy shows no dependence on, or knowledge 
of, our text here. Rabbi Aqiba said (Baba Bathra 10%) that 
God left the feeding of the poor to the faithful in order that the 
latter might be saved from the judgement of hell thereby. 


Righteousness. This word means here ‘good works’, and at 
this date almsgiving was the chief of these. In Deut. 6%, 24}°; 
foams Go ge alan s.io} 3) Ps:/247°93°, 103°, np mis rendered 
by ¢Aeqypoown. In Prov. 10? minn dyn npry ‘righteousness 
delivereth from death’, is reproduced in Tob. 41°, 12° by 
ehenpoovtyn ék Oavdrov pvera. This perversion of the original mean- 
ing is found in late Hebrew, in Aramaic, in Targums, Syriac, 
and Talmud. Cf. Aboth 51°, where npty ‘3n)3 means ‘almsgivers’. 
Even in Matt. 6! ducaoctxn came to be interpreted as ‘alms- 
giving’. Nay more the original é«awctivy was dislodged by 
ékennoowrn ‘alms’, in many of the later MSS. It is significant 
that, as the chief Hebrew virtue ‘righteousness’ degenerated in 
course of time into the mere act of almsgiving, so the chief 
Christian grace, yarn, caritas, ‘ charity’, incurred the same fate. 
Contrast the meaning of Apq¥ in g!*, where it means God’s 
righteousness exhibited in his dealings with Israel, and where 
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the LXX rightly renders it by dxaootvn, but Th. wrongly by 
eenuoovrn. 

Thine iniquities. The absolute sing. My does not occur. The 
text is variously written JOY and FAY. 

By shewing mercy to the poor. Cf. Prov. 1477 Dvay jn. 
Marti derives {2% with tone on penult from 822 = Hebrew %3¥, 
as NP) 79= Hebr. 22. But see Bevan. The mercy here 
designed would include other works of mercy, such as lending 
to the indigent, visiting the sick, &c., which were in later times 
described ovvon mb. See Weber (/ud. Theol.) 285. 

A lengthening of thy tranquillity. smbw presupposes nyo, 
Cf. the adjective now in 41. But the rendering of this word 
in Th. (maparrépaow), Vulg. (delictis), suggested to Ewald 
that for qn 25 we should read qd, and for 7398 read 7278 
(cf. Isa. 588). Thus we should have the text presupposed by 
the A.V. marg. and the R.V. marg., ‘an healing of thine error’. 
There is some support for the assignment of this meaning to 
na4~ in the LXX, which gives émeixera 5067 co. But in 7! we 
have 7278 ‘length’, ‘duration’. 

All this. The emphatic state Nd has the force of a demon- 
strative here. 

42629), On (the roof of) the royal palace. Cf. 2 Sam. 117, where 
the word 13 = ‘roof’ (Aram. 738) is expressed in the text. 

47799), Is not thts great Babylon, which I have built. In these 
words of the king there is a large element of historical fact. 
Nebuchadnezzar was a great builder. He did not rebuild 
Babylon literally, but he restored its walls, temples, and palaces. 
‘Nearly every cuneiform document now extant dating from this 
monarch’s reign treats, not of conquest and warfare, like those 
of his Assyrian predecessors, but of the building and restoration 
of the walls, temples, and palaces of his beloved city of Babylon’ 
(Prince, p. 31). Cf. KB iii. 2, p. 39: ‘Then built I my palace, 
the seat of my.royalty’: and vii. 34, p. 35: ‘In Babylon my 
dear city which I love’. See Koldewey’s Das wieder erste- 
hende Babylon (Eng. tr. Excavations at Babylon, 1915: King’s 
History of Babylon, 1915 ; ch. ii. 

Great Babylon. Cf. Rev. 148, 169 in a figurative sense. 

Have built. We have here the singular form 70122, Kautzsch, 
§ 15 e, holds that we should read “23, and Strack has found the 
latter in two manuscripts. 


IV. 31(34) COMMENTARY 99 


A royal dwelling place. Cf. Amos 78 nsdn na. 

By the might. For 4202 we should expect PM3, Bevan 
Noi that the former is due to assimilation to the following 
Ws 

4°86), Fell a voice from heaven. This voice, called by the later 
Jews a Bath-kol, ‘daughter of a voice’, is referred to in T. Lev. 
18°; T. Jud. 24”; 2 Baruch 13}, 22!; Matt. 317; Mark 121; Luke 322, 
With this phrase ‘fell a voice’ we might compare Isa. 9’. See 
Weber, Jud. Theol.’, 194 sq.; Jew. Encyc. ii. 588-92. 

4°82), This verse is a repetition of 4225), save that one of its 
clauses is omitted. 

49°33), The king’s outward form and actions are adapted to his 
inward transformation. 

Like eagle’s feathers. }23 is elliptical, as is also the next 
phrase. Cf. xwiax7} in 415 for the same elliptical phrasing. 

431348437), 331-33, (41-5), At the close of the appointed time 
Nebuchadnezzar recovers his reason and acknowledges the 
sovereignty of the Most High (4*1). He is restored to all his 
former greatness (4°%), and, in grateful recognition of His power 
(434), he issues a proclamation to all the nations of the earth in 
which he sets forth the power and goodness of God, and the 
everlastingness of His dominion (37!~*9). 

421 33(34-36), The LXX gives quite a different text here, which 
is most probably more original than the normalized text of the 
MT. In the LXX there is a considerable section to which 
there is no parallel in the MT, yet in the main the clauses and 
idioms of this section are those of our author. They are more 
idiomatic than those of the MT. But towards the close of this 
chapter before the Edict there are many clauses repeated (?) 
apparently from 2712547, 43, &c. 

43184), The days, i.e. the ‘seven times’ in 41%20,22,29, 

Lifted up mine eyes to heaven. Bevan draws attention to the 
interesting parallel in the Bacchae of Euripides (1265 seqq.): 
where Agave on looking up to heaven in her madness has her 
reason restored. The female Bacchants like Nebuchadnezzar 
are, in some measure, assimilated to animals: they wear their 
skins and suckle young fawns. In Susanna g, the downward 
look of the Elders is associated with an ethical perversion : 
duorpepav tov vodv aitav Kai e&ékdway trois dpOarpovrs atr&v Tov py 
Bdérreww eis tov ovpaver, 

H 2 


100 THE BOOK OF DANIEL __ IV. 31(34)- 


Him that liveth for ever. Cf. 127; Sir. 181; 1 Enoch 5}. 

His dominion is an everlasting dominion and his kingdom is 
with generation and generation (17) 17 Dy). This doxology is 
framed on that in Ps. 145!%, ‘His kingdom is an everlasting 
kingdom (o»ady 55 maby) and his dominion endureth throughout 
all generations’ (111 77 533). But it is noteworthy that the 
order of the nouns is reversed, and that oy is used instead of 3. 
But it is still more noteworthy that Ps. 145) is literally repro- 
duced save for the use of py instead of 2 in 3°°. Hence since 
the Aramaic in 3** is supported both by the LXX and Th., we 
may reasonably conclude that the order of the words 3° is that 
which came from our author’s hand, and, since the order in 4*1 
contravenes both the order of the text in 3°° and Ps. 145°, and 
since the LXX omits 4%!, we may regard the variation of 
Ps, 145! in 4°! as well asin other clauses as an interpolation from 
another hand. Yet see note on Transl. 431°) and cf. 714. 

Again in 4°* in the original of the clause ‘none...can say 
unto him’ (7): our author’s usage would require ‘Ip. See 
Introd., § 20. w. Hence 4°!¢~*? are not a parenthesis as Bevan 
suggests, but an interpolation, which conflicts both with the 
order of the context and the linguistic usage of the author. 
Marti suggests that ap5+ ++ sby ayn should be excised and "177 
7) be taken as the subject of the verb. But if we make this 
excision, we must go further, and excise ‘and mine under- 
standing returned unto me’ in 4°%, since this clause has already 
occurred in 4°. We should then take yy "19n mad as the 
subject of the following Siri Chae fhe €v eKeiv@ TO KaLP@ atro- 
kateotabn 7 Bacidrela pov enol kal 7 SdEa pov amweddéOn wor, and get? ev TO 
Aa@ prov expdtnoa Kal 7) weyadoowvn pov amoxateatabn por, Which supports 
in the main the above suggestions. Thus instead of the text as 
it stands now in 4°!~*3 we should read: ‘ And at the end of the 
days I Nebuchadnezzar lifted up mine eyes unto heaven, | And 
mine understanding returned unto me, | And at the same time 
my kingdom and my majesty | And my splendour returned unto 
me, | And my lords sought unto me, | And I was established in 
my kingdom, | And excellent greatness was added unto me.’ 

4°), As persons of no account. »aennds. But Th. renders 
ws ovdey ehoyicncav, So also the Jewish expositors. In that 
case 75 (elsewhere written xb) would be taken as ‘ nothingness’, 
But there is no authority for taking xb as a substantive. Hence 
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it is best with Bevan to take pawn xb as a single conception, 
as 2) xd in 4! Bevan compares Isa. 552 on> wy ‘that which 
is not bread’, and the Targ. on Isa. 63° pawn xd ‘not 
respected’, The Targums use anda ‘as nothing’ to render 
the Hebrew pnd: cf. Isa. 4017-28, 

[And among the inhabitants of the earth|. This, as Marti has 
remarked, is a repetition of the phrase in the first line by a 
scribe who thought by this addition to make the thought of this 
second line complete, but did not observe that all that it implied 
was already conveyed in the first. 

Army of heaven. wnw dn, the Aramaic equivalent of the 
Hebrew ‘host of heaven’, nnwn nay, i.e. the angels or the 
stars: cf. non Nay, Isa. 2474; 1 Kings 22'%. The phrase was 
equivalent to both. The stars were regarded as conscious: cf. 
cernoen £15189, att; 

None can stay his hand or say unto him, What doest thou? 
These words refer to the judgment of the heavenly powers by 
God. Inz Enoch 18" ‘aprison for the stars and host of heaven’ 
is mentioned. The entire line is found in the Targum of 
Eccles. 84, snvay np m> 7 AND. "NDT NII NIT 7D, as two alterna- 
tive renderings of AYyATND id-pN 1. Behrmann thinks that 
the words in our author are borrowed from this passage in 
Eccles., but Driver takes the opposite view. If, however, 4°! °*? 
is a later addition then Behrmann may be right. In any case 
the combination in our text of the two phrases which are ditto- 
graphic renderings in the Targ. of Eccles. 8* of one and the 
same phrase is strange. This idiomatic phrase recurs in the 
Mishna (Pesach iv. 8), and is common in later literature (Dalman, 
Dialectproben, p. 5). 

Stay his hand, lit. ‘smite his hand’. snp is here Pa‘el, in 
2 eed, 

None can... say unto him. n> os +++ ons xd. Instead 
of nd our author would have written ‘np. 

What doest thou? Cf. Isa. 45°; Job 9!%; Eccles. 84. The 
words are literally found in Job and Eccles. 

4°3(8°), Mine understanding returned unto me. This clause is to 
be omitted. See note on 4%. Its repetition is due to the inter- 
polator of 31c-32 (34c-35). We must also excise sp) ‘and 
for the glory’ as Marti has already suggested. It is omitted in 
the LXX. 
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My majesty, i.e. 70. Th. here read 177), i. e. 7AGov. Hence 
his rendering Is «is tHv tysny rhs Baoideias pov 7AOov. 

My splendour, i.e. t. A loan-word from the Assyrian, used 
chiefly of the countenance. Cf. 778, 5%°. 

Sought. Since the Pa‘el of this verb does not occur elsewhere, 
Bevan and Marti would read }'Y2". 

I was established, i.e. 03203. Hoph‘al rst pers. sing. But 
the better attested reading is N2?N0 (3rd pers. fem.). If this 
reading is adopted, then, as Marti states, Sy must be emended 
into »%y and the text rendered ‘and on me (i.e. for me) was my 
kingdom established’. See Bauer-Leander, Gram. 115 seq. 

Other Hoph‘al forms are napin which follows immediately and 
in 51316,20, 624, 74,11, 

440), Extol. 02, aHebraism. But it is found also in the 
Targums—Ps. 344, 37°4, 758, &c., and in the Chr. Pal. See 
Schultess, Lex. 191. The Hithpa'lel occurs in 5”° of our text. 

Truth. wwp is the Aramaic equivalent of the Hebrew nox, 
though the stem is found in Prov. 227! (where, however, it is 


said by some scholars to be an Aramaic gloss). 
Walk, Rd. P2309. See 3%. 


LXX iv. 34-348 (First form). LXX iv. 34» (Second form). 


English Numbering. English Numbering. 
T@ biorw avOoporoyodua Kai iV. 1 "Eypawe dé 6 Baoiheds NaBov- 
aiv®... Oru adrds cori Oeds TOY xodovocbp! emurroAny €yKUKALOY 
Gedy Kat KUpLos TOV kuploy Kal Tact Tos Kata Tomov €Ovect Kal 
Baowe’s trav Baciléor, sre X@pas kai yAoooas TaTats Tais 
iv. 2 adrds moet onueta Kal tépara oikovoas €y Tacas Tals X@pats, 
. of yap Bean AveCODRUNOnR yeveais kai yeveais. Kupio t@ 
éxovow é€v éavtois ioxdy ... Ge@ rod otpavod aiveire. . ."Eya 
3 moujoar onpeia_kat_ Oavpdora Baotteds Baoiéwv advOopodo- 
2 peydda Kal poBepa . . . Kabas yodpae aiteo evddEws, drt ovTws 
€roingey ev emot 6 Oeds Tov 2 €moinoe per enor. 
oupavov ... amor [eddAnoay els 
roy Oedy rod odpavod Kat]! baot 1 The order Bac. Naf. occurs four 
dy xatadnpOdor adovyrés tt, times or thereabouts out of eighteen 
TOUTOUS KaTakpir@ Bavaro. in the LXX, Elsewhere Naf. Bac. 


In Th. once out of every three times. 
1 A doublet of the next clause. 
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Able to humiliate. nbpvind, The same verb recurs in con- 
nexion with Belshazzar in 52, where it is rendered ‘to humble’. 
Here the sense is different: it clearly means ‘to humiliate’. 
The adjective occurs in 4! with again a different nuance— 
‘humble’ or ‘low in station of life’. 


The Edict of the King. 

3°1—83 (41-%) (its three forms in the LXX and its form in the 
MT). Having recounted his experiences, the king now issues his 
proclamation, as at the close of chap. 3, and as Darius does at 
the end of 6. This proclamation has been wrongly trans- 
posed to the beginning of this chapter by the reviser of the 
Aramaic and the verses dependent upon it. But the LXX, 
though its text is almost incredibly confused, corrupt, defective 
(especially in the first and second forms), and interpolated, 
preserves the right order of events. After a series of addi- 
tions, drawn in part from 271747, 329 519 it gives the pro- 
clamation in practically three forms, the first two of which are 
defective in part. I shall give these and that of Th. side by 
side, and number them as they are in Swete’s edition. Where 
the Greek 1s a rendering of words in the Aramaic tt ts underlined. 


LXX iv. 34°. (Third form.) Th. iii. 98-100. 
English Numbering. English Numbering. 
I NaBovxodovocdp Bacieds macau iV. I NaBovyodovocdp 6 Baciheds race 
“rots Overt kai ndous Tas xopats Tots Aaois, puAais, Kai yAoo- 
Kat Taot Tois oikovow avrais* gals, TOls olkovoLW ev Taon TH 


Eipnyn vpiv mAnOuvOein ev maytt 2 yn Eipnyyn iuiy mrndvvdein. re 


= I PETTOOEL CUALT es = aes 7 q 2 7, 

2 kaipo. [kal voy irodetEo tpir] onpeia kat ta TEpata a emoingey 
, , ~ © 5 € 

ras mpdakes as emoinoey_per per _eyov 6 Geds 6 vYioros 


EE he OS el At ls z 
euod 6 Geds 0 peyas’ edoke OE ipecev evavtiov enov* avayyethat 
> = = ee : 5 1 7 
pou arrodetEat vpiy Kal TOs Go- 3 uw. ws peyaha kal ioxupa’ 
5 ae a a 4 ” 2 \ < nN 7 > ~ X 7 ed 
3 guorais ipa dre €or Beds, Kai n Baoireia avrov BacWela alo 
=. cee 
ra Oavpdora avrov peydda* 76 vos, 7) €£ovola avrov «is yeveay 
Sai th tA A Ath AO EES EE EE 
Bacitewoy avtov Bacideoy eis kal yeveay. 
pasa Aelibdt 
Tov ai@va, 7) e€ovgia avtov amo 
yeveay els yeveds. Kai dréotethev 1 A right rendering of D7), 
+ eters 


2 : 3 
emigToAas Tepl TavT@Y TOY yevy- 
, eee > a ~ , 
Oévrwy air@ ev tH PBaoreia 

a A - a - 
avtov aot tois €Oveot Trois ov- 
¢ ‘ \ i, > - 

ov umd THY Bactd€Elay avrov. 


1 We have here a dittograph of 
what follows : é5o0fe 5€ por drodeiga. 


MT 


ili, 31 


32 


33 
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The Edict of the King. 


The reader will observe that in the LXX the king’s pro- 
clamation is preserved in three different forms. The third of 
these I have quoted in its entirety. At its close there is a state- 
ment to the effect that the king sent to his subjects with the 
proclamation a complete account of all that had befallen him. 
This implies that chap. iv in its entirety was sent by the king to 
all his people. The second form of the proclamation is very 
fragmentary. It preserves nothing of value, save that it con- 
firms the clause yAéccas rois oikodow ev mdon tH yp Of the MT 
and Th. 3°! (4), though with a slightly different rendering, and 
the clause éroinoev per’ euod. The first form is fuller than the 
second, and supports other clauses of the MT and Th. though 
with different renderings. It concludes with the punishment 
that is to be visited on any of the king’s subjects who speak 
against the God of heaven—a passage which recalls 3”°. 

From the above comparison we may reasonably conclude that 
the text of the MT and its translations are trustworthy so far 
as they go. But it appears to be defective in two respects. 
(1) When the king’s edict, which followed on the close of the 
narrative of his experiences was mistakenly transposed from 
the end of this chapter to its beginning by a reviser, the reviser 
naturally omitted such an ending as is given in the first form of 
the edict in the LXX or in its third form, since either would 
have been out of place in its newcontext. Which of these two 
endings is the original? The ending in the first form is ques- 
tionable, since it is unsupported by any other version of this 
passage, and also recalls 3%? too closely—which may be its 
source. On the other hand, the explanatory addition at the 
close of the third form from kal dréorethey emioro\ds KTA. COMES 
naturally from the hand of our author at the close of the section. 
Besides it receives confirmation from the statement in form two 
that the king sent an ‘encyclical letter’ to all his subjects (éypaye 
dé 6 Baoireds . . . emtorodny eykukhiov maa Tois Kata Térov eOveour), 
(2) Twice in chap. 4 it is definitely stated that the penalty 
inflicted on the king was inflicted with solely one end in view, 
1, e, ‘to the intent that the living may know that the Most High 
ruleth in the kingdom of men’ (442%); and this penalty was to 
be in force ‘till thou know that the Most High ruleth in the 
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kingdom of men’ (422), Now it is strange that no reference 
is made to this fact in the proclamation as it appears in the 
MT and its versions. On the other hand, in the third form of 
the LXX this fact is referred to shortly: %ofe dé pou dmodeita 
tw . . . bre fare Oeds, kat ra Oavpdowa airod peydda. But here the 
first defective form supplies what we should expect—namely, 
an acknowledgement from Nebuchadnezzar of the fact that ‘the 
Most High ruleth in the kingdom of men’ (422). Thus it ends: 
‘I thank and praise the Most High. . . for He is the God of 
gods, and Lord of lords, and King of kings; for He doeth signs 
and wonders. For the gods of the nations have no power in 
themselves . . . to do signs and marvels great and terrible... 
as the God of heaven hath done unto me.’ 

3°83 (41~3), On the defectiveness of the text see above. 

3°! (41). With the first words of the edict, cf. the first words of 
the edict of Darius in 6765), 

Dwell, On j83 see note on 2°8, 

Peace be multiplied unto you (sav 20>). Cf. 62525), 1 Pet. 12, 
2 Pet. 17, In Ezra 57 we have the formula ‘all peace’. In 
Cowley (17!~*) we find the earlier equivalent of this phrase: 
[serv adxer] sends qin obw = ‘may the gods see to our lord’s 
peace abundantly’: cf. 30%, 317. 

3°? (4*). It hath seemed good unto me. ‘op BY. On this 
phrase see technical use of nop, cf. 6? and Introd. 

Signs and wonders. So also in the decree of Darius 6°29, 
With s’non awns cf. pnpdD) Minx in Deut. 4°4, 672, Isa. 818, Sur. 
306° np’ ’ * nis, and onpeta Kal Tépara in Mark a Rom. 1s?”; 

Most High God. Rather ‘God the Most High’; see note 
on '97°. 

352-83 (42-3). The Aramaic appears to be defective here. As 
I. have shown on p. 104 the sole end of God’s visitations on 
Nebuchadnezzar was that he and all men living might know 
that ‘the Most High ruleth in the kingdom of men’. An 
acknowledgment of this fact is to be looked for. Now the 
insertion which the reviser has made in 4°1°—*4°34¢ meets this 
expectation to some extent, but there are three objections to 
this insertion. (1) It has no support from the LXX ; (2) its 
form is awkward—the bulk of it being of the nature of a paren- 
thesis, as its strongest supporters must allow; (3) some of its 
phrasing, which is intended to express the same thought that 
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is elsewhere expressed in our author, is not that of our author. 
Hence we conclude that the original of 3°% contained some 
such statement as the LXX in 4° attests. It is possible also 
that 4°25) originally followed, which is omitted by the LXX and 
was, if original, recast and inserted in the long parenthesis in the 
Aramaic in 4%!*-%4 by a reviser. It is of course zmpossible to 
recover the exact form or even substance of the original, seeing 
that, even where the Aramaic, the three forms of the LXX and 
Th. agree more or less in substance, they differ verbally. The 
following verses from the LX X and Aram. contain possibly the 
substance in some degree of what the author wrote. 

2. ‘I thank and praise... the Most High, for he is the God 
of gods and Lord of lords and King of kings; for he doeth 
signs and wonders (from LXX 4*). It hath seemed good before 
me to declare the signs and wonders that God the Most High 
hath wrought toward me. How great are his signs! | And 
how mighty are his wonders! | His kingdom is an everlasting 
kingdom, | For his dominion is from generation to generation 
(from Aram. 3°). 3% And all the inhabitants of the earth are 
as persons of no account, | And he doeth according to his will 
in the army of heaven, and among the inhabitants of the earth. | 
And none can stay his hand, | Or say before him What doest 
thou ? (Aram. 4°), 3%. And he sent letters regarding all the 
things that had befallen him in his kingdom to all the nations 
that were under his sovereignty ’ (from LXX 4°*°). 

3°°(4°). Hts kingdom isan everlasting kingdom. Thisis the form 
in which our author reproduces Ps. 145'%, and not that in the 
interpolation in 431 (4°4). Yet see 74. 


SECTION V 


i.e. Chapter 5!~°, in the last year of Belshazzar}. The 
year is not mentioned, as it was in all probability unknown 
to the author, as well as any real knowledge of that person. 


* Our author may have known of three kings of Babylon—Nebuchadnezzar, 
Evil-Merodach, and Belshazzar. But if so, he does not mention the second. 
The Talmud (Meg. 11° seq.) knows nothing about Nergalsharezer, Labashi 
Marduk or Nabuna’id, but like Daniel confuses Belshazzar with his father 
Nabu-na’id. The Talmud (of. cit.) limits Belshazzar’s reign to two years. As 
we know from the inscriptions and independent historians, Nabuna’id, with 
whom Belshazzar is often confused, reigned seventeen years. 
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‘The events of this section take place within twenty-four 
hours. 


INTRODUCTION. 


Historical inconsistencies. This chapter is notable for its his- 
torical inconsistencies. But before we enter on an account of 
these, we must devote a few words to the character of the 
Aramaic text under § 1, while the larger question of the historical 
misconceptions of our author will be dealt with under § 2. 


§ 1. (a) Dislocations. 


There is a dislocation of the text in 5’~*. The true order of 
events is preserved in Josephus, who had access to a more 
trustworthy form of the LXX than is accessible to us. Even in 
the solitary manuscript of the LXX the true order of events 
is with the exception of some details rightly preserved. The 
Aramaic is altogether confused. See notes 7m loc. 


(6b) Omissions. 


5°. After ‘the golden’ restore with Th. and Vulg. ‘and the 
silver’. 

5. After ‘in thy kingdom’ restore ‘whose name is Daniel’ 
on the ground of the context of the LXX and Josephus. See 
note zm Joc. 


(c) Interpolations. 

5°. The clause ‘by reason of the words of the king and of his 
lords’ is an interpolation. The form of the text of the LXX 
and Josephus cannot admit this clause: Th. omits it. The 
context is really against it, and further the very grammar makes 
it more than doubtful. The word 5ap5 elsewhere in Daniel does 
not mean ‘by reason of’ but ‘before’. Hence I regard the 
clause as an interpolation of the reviser. 

5!2. The clause ‘whom the king named Belteshazzer’ is an 
interpolation. The king did not give Daniel this name. See 
note 7m Joc. 

(d) Corruptions. 

The inscription as given in the Aramaic in 5” is without the 
support of the most ancient versions and Josephus. Further- 
more the interpretation of the inscription in 57°~?8 presupposes 
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a shorter inscription, and lends no support to the form trans- 
mitted in the Aramaic in 5”°. 


§ 2. Historical misconceptions of our author in this chapter. 


(a) Who was Belshazzar in the view of our author ? According 
to 52 Nebuchadnezzar was his father. In 5!! the same state- 
ment is made by the queen-mother three times, one of which is 
no doubt an interpolation of the reviser. If this were not 
enough, Belshazzar reiterates it in 5!2, and Daniel himself con- 
firms it twice in the presence of Belshazzar 51°”. 

It appears to be impossible, therefore, to conclude otherwise 
than that our author regarded Belshazzar as the son (or grand- 
son) of Nebuchadnezzar. 

Much controversy has raged round this personage. Before 
the discovery of the Cyrus Cylinder, his name was unknown 
as the last king of the Babylonian dynasty save in Daniel 
and in 1 Bar. 1, and other late authorities dependent on 
Daniel. Our author, however, accords him the title of king, 
and represents him as the son (or grandson) of Nebuchadnezzar. 
But from all the inscriptions discovered and published till the 
year 1924, the only conclusions that could be drawn were that 
Belshazzar was the eldest son of Nabuna’id, that he was as such 
the crown prince and commander-in-chief of the armies of the 
Babylonian empire, but ever king of Babylon. Furthermore, it 
was reasonably concluded that no tie of blood existed between 
Belshazzar and Nebuchadnezzar. 

But a new Persian verse account of Nabuna’id, which was 
published in 1924 by Sidney Smith in the Babylonian Historical 
Texts, 84. sqq., provides us with fresh information, which in 
large measure justifies the account of Daniel in regard to Bel- 
shazzar. This text (Sidney Smith, Bad. Hist. Texts, p. 88) 
Col. II, ll. 18-21 reads as follows: 

‘18. One camp he (Nabuna’id) put into the charge of his 
eldest child (Belshazzar). 

1g. The troops he sent through the land with himself. 

20. He struck his (Belshazzar’s) hands, he entrusted the 
kingship to him. 

21. While he himself set out on a far journey.’ 

The words ‘struck his hands’ denotes a symbolic investiture. 
Notwithstanding Nabuna’id retained the supreme power in his 
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own hands, and with the bulk of the forces made in 552 his 
expedition against Tema’, i.e.. the Teima in Arabia Felix in 
the third year of his reign. It was in this year that Belshazzar 
was invested with royal authority, most probably, as king of 
Babylon. 

That the kingship of Belshazzar is not recognized in the 
Cyrus Cylinder may be explained from the fact that Cyrus 
regarded himself naturally as the successor of Nabuna’id, 
the supreme sovereign of the Babylonian empire, and not of 
the vassal king, Belshazzar. 

Belshazzar, then, was the son of Nabuna’id, and also the 
(vassal) king of Babylon. How then does our author represent 
him to be the son of Nebuchadnezzar ? That he was not the son 
of Nebuchadnezzar we have already remarked above. That he 
may have been the grandson through the marriage of his father 
Nabuna’id with a daughter of Nebuchadnezzar is possible, but 
there is no evidence of this marriage, and the fact that the 
usurper Nabuna’id never made such a claim in any existing 
record, where such a claim would have been natural as justifying 
his position as the successor of Nebuchadnezzar, relegates this 
hypothesis into the limbo of unwarrantable conjectures. On 
the other hand about 140-150 years after the extinction of the 
dynasty of Nebuchadnezzar we find Herodotus (i. 188) repre- 
senting Nabuna’id, whom he calls Labynetus, as the son of 
Nebuchadnezzar (i. 74, 77), whom also he designates as Laby- 
netus. This relationship of Nabuna’id to Nebuchadnezzar is 
flatly denied by Abydenus in his History of Assyria (Euseb., 
Praep. ix. 41), and herein Abydenus has the support of the 
ancient texts. 

How in the face of these facts are we to regard the historical 
statements in Daniel, who, as we have shown at the beginning 
of this section, obviously regarded Belshazzar as the actual son 
or grandson of Nebuchadnezzar ? 

We must therefore leave this question as one of the unsolved 
problems of history. 

This difficulty is not a modern one. It was evidently dis- 
cussed in the first century of our era. At all events Josephus, 
the most learned Jewish historian of earlier days, found himself 
in the same dilemma as our modern Fundamentalists. He 
found that the Book of Daniel required him to represent Bel- 
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shazzar as an éyyovos (‘grandson’ or ‘ descendant’) of Nebuchad- 
nezzar, and so in his Amt. x. 11. 4 he honestly describes him as 
such. But Josephus was not wholly dependent on Daniel ; for 
he quotes at least twenty non-Jewish authorities, some of whom 
were Greek and some Babylonian historians. We have not yet 
done with Josephus’s solution of his difficulties. We shall 
return to them after a brief consideration of the quotation he 
makes from Berosus, a Babylonian historian (c. 250 B.c.), in his 
Contra Apion. i. 20. This quotation gives a short but trust- 
worthy account of the kings of Babylon who succeeded Nebu- 
chadnezzar. Nebuchadnezzar was succeeded by his son Evil 
Merodach, who after a reign of two years was murdered by his 
brother-in-law, Neriglissar. Neriglissar reigned four years, and 
was succeeded by his son Laborosoardochus, who was assassi- 
nated by a body of conspirators, one of whom was Nabonnedus, 
who in the seventeenth year of his reign was defeated and 
dethroned as the last native king of Babylon by Cyrus. So far 
for Berosus, whom Josephus quotes, and accepts as an authority. 
That Josephus was familiar with this statement when a few 
years previously he wrote his Antiquities is unquestionable ; for 
it led him to attempt an unhistorical reconciliation between 
Berosus and Daniel. According to the former Nabonnedus was 
the last independent king of Babylon: according to Daniel it 
was Belshazzar. Josephus accordingly surmounts the difficulty 
by a hypothesis for which he could advance no evidence, and 
identifies Belshazzar with Nabonnedus, i.e. Nabuna’id of the 
inscriptions. Josephus (x. 11. 2) thus writes: ‘The succession 
. . . passed to Belshazzar, who was called Nebo-andelus by the 
Babylonians...’ (x. 11. 4) ‘under whom Babylon was taken 
when he had reigned seventeen years’. But Josephus may not 
have been the first to identify Belshazzar and Nabuna’id ; he 
may therein only have been giving a larger currency to tradi- 
tions that had been accepted by the best educated classes in 
Judaea. 

We conclude, therefore, that, though Josephus and his pre- 
decessors (?) were wrong in identifying Belshazzar with his 
father Nabuna’id, Josephus interpreted accurately the belief of 
our author as to Belshazzar being a son (or grandson) of Nebu- 
chadnezzar, and also as to his being the last king of the Baby- 
lonian dynasty. Cf. 1 Bar. 111, where Belshazzar is said to be 


Vv INTRODUCTION III 


the son of Nebuchadnezzar. Thus the traditions on which our 
author was dependent were in some respects trustworthy from 
an historical standpoint. 


(6) Was Belshazzar an absolute sovereign in the view of our 
author ? We have already seen that Josephus took this to be 
the only natural interpretation of the text of Daniel. In fact 
we can hardly doubt that the author of Daniel regarded Bel- 
shazzar as the last native and absolute king of Babylon. If the 
author of Daniel was acquainted at all with Nabuna’id’s name 
his identification of Belshazzar with Nabuna’id was inevitable— 
an identification attested in Aut. x 11. 2. But Josephus had not 
sufficient historical data. To prove that Belshazzar was the 
supreme ruler in the eyes of our author, it is sufficient to state that 
he dates documents by the year of Belshazzar’s accession in 7}, 
8'—a practice that could not be reconciled with the hypothesis that 
our author knew that his father was alive and held the place of 
sovereign authority, as we know he did from the tablet recording 
the events of Nabuna’id’s reign of seventeen years.’ Certain 
apologists seek to evade this argument by the plea that, since 
Belshazzar invests Daniel with the third place in the kingdom 
59, it follows that Belshazzar is himself not the supreme ruler 
but the second. But such an argument involves a self-contra- 
diction ; for the man ‘who can of his own authority make any 
one he pleases “third ruler in the kingdom” must obviously be 
supreme in the state’ (Bevan, p. Ig). 


§ 3. Did the author of Daniel know that Nebuchadnezzar was suc- 
ceeded by his son Evil Merodach ? 


Our author may have been acquainted with this fact, since it 
is recorded once in the part of the O.T. that was accessible to 
him, i. e. 2 Kings 2527.2 But it 1s quite possible that this single 
reference escaped him, and that he knew only of Nebuchadnezzar 
through the O.T. and of Belshazzar through tradition, and regarded 
the latter as the actual son of the former. Yor there are certain 
statements in this chapter which show that our author was 


1 See pp. 108 sq.; also Introd., § 26, for an account of the inscriptions 
regarding Nabuna’id and Belshazzar. 

2 This king is also mentioned in Jer. 52%, but this chapter of Jeremiah was 
not added to this book till after 200 B.c. ; for it is not found in the LXX and 
is merely an appendix added late to the work, consisting of 2 Kings 25. 
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drawing his materials from tradition, which agree in some slight 
measure with the inscriptions and records of Babylon. The 
main facts recorded in the inscriptions can be summarized shortly 
as follows. Cyrus, who became king of Anshan in 549, and was 
called ‘king of Persia’ in 546 or earlier, in the year 538 attacked 
Babylon. He defeated Nabuna’id at Opis (Babylonian Upéjon 
the Tigris in Tishri = October (so with Meyer, ZATW., 1898, 
p. 340 sq., we must read and not Tammuz, i.e. July, since Sep- 
tember has already been reached two lines earlier), captured 
Sippar on the Euphrates on Tishri 14, and on the 16th his 
general Gubaru entered Babylon without striking a blow, and 
made Nabuna’id prisoner. On Marchesvan 3 (= Oct. 27) Cyrus 
made his entry into Babylon, and on the 11th (= Nov. 4) Gubaru 
slew the king’s son (? the text is here defective) in a night 
assault. 

Further, in the inscriptions of the first eleven years of Nabu- 
na’id’s reign, BelSarusur (= ‘Bel protect the king’), of which 
Belshazzar is a corruption, is definitely named as ‘the king’s 
son’ several times. Later ‘the king’s son’ is mentioned, but no 
proper name attached. Whether ‘the king’s son’ so mentioned 
is BelSarusur cannot be determined, since Nabuna’id may have 
had another son named Nebuchadnezzar. At all events there 
was an early tradition that there was such a son. But this 
tradition did not reach our author. 

Amongst the historians who recount details reproduced (?) by 
our author is Herodotus (i. 188: cf. i. 74,77), who names the last 
king Labynetus (AaBivnros = Nabuna’id), and seems to have 
regarded him as the son of Nebuchadnezzar (see KA T.', p. 288). 
He represents (i. 191) Cyrus as diverting the waters of the 
Euphrates and entering Babylon by the river bed, while the 
inhabitants were celebrating a festival. In Xenophon’s Cyropaedia 
(vii. 5. 15-31) a similar account is given, though here the city is 
surprised by Gobryas and Gadates. 


§ 4. Conflict between the statements in our author and in the 
inscriptions and the historians. 

Now, if we compare the account in our text with those we 

have drawn from the Babylonian inscriptions and the Greek 


} But according to Abydenus (Eus., Praep. ,Evang., ix. 41), Nabuna’id was 
not related to Nebuchadnezzar in any way (mpoohxoyra of ovdév), 
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historians, it is clear at a glance that it agrees most with the 
latter. With the former it has nothing in common but the name 
Belshazzar. In the inscriptions Belshazzar is not the son of 
Nebuchadnezzar, but is only the son of the last king Nabuna’id, 
a usurper, and not descended from Nebuchadnezzar. Bel- 
shazzar as a vassal king of Babylon under Nabuna’id is repre- 
sented as making a desperate resistance in some fastness of the 
city, after the city as a whole had been surrendered and Nabu- 
na’id taken prisoner. In a night attack shortly after Cyrus’s 
arrival this fastness was stormed and apparently Belshazzar was 
slain. But in Daniel Nabuna’id is not mentioned, and Bel- 
shazzar is represented as the sole and supreme authority, and 
that for at least three years (cf. 5, 71, 81). There is nothing to 
suggest in 5 that the greater part of the city was already in the 
hands of the enemy. On the contrary Belshazzar made a great 
feast, summoned to it 1,000 of his lords, called for the services 
of the magicians, enchanters, Chaldeans, and soothsayers, and 
made Daniel ruler of one third of the kingdom, though according 
to the inscriptions not a single city of that kingdom was any 
longer subject to him, and his authority did not extend beyond 
the palace or arsenal in Babylon in which the feast was given. 
Further, whereas our text represents Babylon as being cap- 
tured by force, the inscriptions state that it was surrendered 
peaceably to the generals of Cyrus. 

On the other hand our text agrees with the tradition, recorded 
both in Herodotus and Xenophon, that Babylon was taken 77 the 
night, while the inhabitants were celebrating a feast.’ Further, if, 
as it seems, Herodotus believed Labynetus (i.e. Nabuna’id) to 
have been a son of Nebuchadnezzar, we have here an approxi- 
mation to the statement in our text that Belshazzar was the son 
of Nebuchadnezzar, though Abydenus, as we have already seen, 
flatly denies this. 


(5) The purpose of our author is didactic. The unhistorical 
statements made by our author were made in perfectly good faith. 
Hits book ts not fiction. He made the best use of the traditional 


1 This idea in the popular account may have arisen from a misinterpretation 
of the joy with which the Babylonians received Cyrus as Marti suggests. On 
the ‘ Annalistic Tablet’ of Cyrus it is stated that when Cyrus entered Babylon 
‘ Dissensions (?) were allayed (?) before him, Peace for the city he established : 
peace to all Babylon did Cyrus proclaim’. 
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materials accessible to him. His purpose with regard to Bel- 
shazzar was didactic. And yet even the Jewish Rabbis (Meg. 
12 a) thought that Daniel had misinterpreted certain facts con- 
tained in chap. 5. But, though they wrote centuries after our 
author and with opportunities of learning the facts not available 
to our author, they made no use of them, and are almost as 
much at sea as our author; for they recognized only three 
Babylonian kings, Nebuchadnezzar, Evil Merodach, and Bel- 
shazzar. Our author’s purpose was as we have stated didactic. 
If Belshazzar was overthrown, in part at all events, for his pro- 
fanation of the vessels brought to Babylon from the Temple— 
as also the Talmud in Meg. 11 6 teaches—what would befall the 
king who (like Antiochus Epiphanes) offered heathen sacrifices 
on the very altar of God in the Temple ? 


§ 5. Omissions in the MT. 


5°. ‘And silver.’ Restored in accordance with Th. and 
Vulg. 

5". ‘Whose name is Daniel.’ Restored in accordance with 
the requirements of the context: implied by the LX X and found 
in Josephus. 


§ 6. Interpolations in the MT. 


5’. ‘And the king said to the wise men of Babylon.’ LXX 
does not admit of this addition and it is not found in 
Josephus. 

51°. ‘By reason of the words of the king and of his lords.’ 

5l'. ‘The king thy father.’ Not found in the LXX, Th., or 
Josephus. 

5!2. ‘Whom the king named Belteshazzar.’ This is a false 
gloss. It is not found in the LXX or in Josephus. This clause 
is Hebraic in character “92 mow ov sadn. Ch 2 Kings 17° 
for this idiom. 


§ 7. Corruptions in the MT, 


5°. For ‘by ‘nw read by ww with Bevan. 
5’ °. MT corrupt, defective, interpolated, and confused as 
to order. See notes 7 Joc. 
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512, For (W5D and §2WD read WD and NWN, 
5°. For ‘silver and gold’ read ‘gold and silver’. 


5. For MENE MENE TEKEL UPHARSIN read MENE 
TEKEL PERES—with LXX, Th., Vulg., and Josephus. 


5). Belshazzar = the Babylonian Bel-Sar-usur, ‘ Bel, protect 
the king’, just as syxnw dino (Jer. 39°18) = Nergal-Sar-usur, 
‘ Nergal, protect the king’. 

The king. From one of the inscriptions Belshazzar appears 
to have been a vassal king of Babylon (see Introd. to this chap., 
p- 108). It is a matter of inference and not of demonstration 
that in the inscriptions Belshazzar was slain after the capture of 
Babylon. 


Made a. . feast. With ond say cf. the Hebrew ond avy 
Eccles. 101°, and the N.T. expression ¢éo6iew dprov. and nwy = 
‘to give a drinking bout’ or ‘feast’ is the usual Hebrew ex- 
pression: cf. Gen. 19%, 21°, 26°°, &c., and the Greek cupmédccoy 
katackevafew. The avprdowr, however, properly followed the 
Setzrvoy, 

Drank wine before the thousand. Our author appears to lay 
emphasis on the evil example of Belshazzar. As Driver 
writes, ‘we have little or no information respecting the custom 
of the king at state-banquets in Babylon; but something 
similar is reported ... of royal banquets among the Persians 
(Athen. iv. 26, p. 145c...) and Parthians (Athen. iv. 38, 
p- 153 a-6)’. 

5°. While he tasted the wine: i.e. in the midst of the revel. 
This is the usual rendering, and if it is right, then nyv, though 
occurring about thirty times in Biblical Aramaic, is used here 
only in a literal sense. Hence Prince takes it in a metaphorical 
sense and renders it ‘under the influence of wine’, and adduces 
the rendering of the LXX évvotpevos (sic for av-) dard rod oivov, 
Vulg. ‘iam temulentus’, and Ibn Ezra ‘at the bidding of wine’. 
The king is well on in his cups before he orders the sacred 
vessels to be used at the feast. 

The golden and silver vessels. See 1* note. The word xn 
(= ‘vessels’) is Old Aramaic. Cp. Cowley 20°, 72*, Ah. rog 
of the Fifth Century: and Cooke 65° (Nerab II) Seventh 


Century. 
12 
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Nebuchadnezzar his father. f we compare this statement with 
its threefold reiteration in 5'41%22 we cannot escape inferring 
that our author took Belshazzar to be an actual son (or grandson) 
of Nebuchadnezzar. But Belshazzar’s father was Nabuna’id, 
the son of Nabu-balatsu-ikbi, who was a usurper, and wholly 
unconnected by blood with Nebuchadnezzar. Since, however, 
according to Hebrew usage, the word ‘father’ could be used in 
the sense of grandfather (Gen. 281°, 32°), or of great-grandfather 
(Num. 1842), or great-great-grandfather (1 Kings 1514), it is of 
course possible that Nabuna’id married a daughter of Nebuchad- 
nezzar in order to strengthen his position, and in such a case 
Belshazzar would have been a grandson of the great king. But, 
if Nabuna’id really made such an alliance, there would surely 
have been some reference to it in one or more of the several 
inscriptions relating to Nabuna’id. But there is not even the 
shadow of an allusion to such an alliance. See Introd. to this 
chapter, p. 108 sqq. 

That... might drink. je, Cf. 218, 6? for the same idio- 
matic use of . See Introduction. 

His wives and concubines. Th. here and in 5% reverses the 
order of these two phrases. LXX omits both. According to 
Curtius, v. 1. 38 women were admitted to such feasts as that in 
our text amongst the Babylonians in the time of Alexander: 
Babylonii maxime in vinum et quae ebrietatem sequuntur 
effusi sunt. As regards the Persians the accounts differ. 
Herodotus, v. 18 states that it was customary for the concu- 
bines and wives to sit side by side with the men at great feasts. 
Plutarch (Sympos. i. 1) and Macrobius (vii. 1), on the other 
hand, assert definitely that the Persians allowed their concubines 
but not their wives to be present on such occasions (1) rais yape- 
tais adda tais maddixioe cuppedvoxerba), Aelian (Var. Hist. xii. 1) 
relates that pera. . . rd eumdnoOjvar rpopis of MWépoat T@ TE OM... amro- 
oxoddfovor. During one of these feasts four Greek virgins were 
brought to Cyrus, three of whom had been thoroughly trained 
in the €rapua... épya. The narrative in Josephus (Azz. xi. 6. 1) 
supports the latter view ; for it states that Vashti out of regard 
to the laws of the Persians (pudaky TOY Tapa Ilépoas vd pov) refused 
to go to the king at the feast. It is worth observing that the 
LXX omits this phrase both here and in 5*:8, 

Wives. The word 5x is rare, occurring in the O.T. only in 
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Neh. 2°, where the wife of Artaxerxes is spoken of, and in 
Ps. 45°. It is not found in the Targums, and, in the few passages 
in which it occurs in Rabbinic Hebrew, it does not preserve the 
honourable meaning of wife. Concubines, xnond is found in the 
Aramaic of the Targums in the same sense as in our text. In 
Cant. 6° queens and concubines are mentioned together. 

5°. "And silver.’ Restored in accordance with Th. and 
Vulg. 

5*. For ‘the gods of gold... and of stone’ the LXX reads 
simply Ta eidSwAa Ta xELpoTOlnta avTar, but adds kai rév Gedy rod aladvos 
ovK evAdynoay Tov €xovra THY eEovciay Tod TVEevpatos a’TSv. The substance 
of these words recurs in 5° in the Aramaic and all the versions, 
though here again the LXX diverges from all the other authori- 
ties in charging alike the king and his nobles with this offence, 
whereas the Aramaic and the versions other than the LXX 
name the king only as being the chief offender. This repetition 
is a Semitic characteristic. Hence the words in the LXX may 
be original. It is to be observed that the LXX mveiya presup- 
poses NOW2 here as in 52%, just as in 10!” it renders the Hebrew 
nova, The LXX in this verse is in no way derived from 5”, 
where we have kal ré mveipa cov ev rH xept avrod, though here (54) 
the LXX seems to give a free and different rendering of the 
same Aramaic clause which occurs in 5’, save for the difference 
of suffixes. Such varieties in rendering are characteristic of the 
LXX.  rdv exyovra thy eovoiay tod mvevipatos ai’ray presupposes 
nv. pannwy, or possibly panow22 ody 4. 

5°. In the same hour, SnYY-3a, The suffix preceding the noun 
used in the sense of a demonstrative pronoun: Kautzsch, § 88, 
Cf. 3578, 43033, 724: also in 5)? (cf. 5°°) with the repetition of the 
preposition ON773 Ma. The same idiom is found in connexion 
with 7 7%4 and by Ezra 411. See Stevenson, § 5. 14, where 
a repetition of the preposition 5 is given in the Palestinian 
Aramaic. See Introd. § 20. g. 

Came forth, \ppi. Or. corrects into 7252 on the ground of 
gender, just as in 72° it corrects 1>52 into mop). There is a like 
correction in 7%. But the K¢. may be the original. There seems 
to be no example of the 3rd pl. fem. in the Eg. Pap. with fem. 
nouns as their subject. Yet in the Targums and occasionally 
in the Palestinian Talmud and Midrashim the 3rd pl. fem. of the 
perf. ends in 8 or}. See Stevenson, § 17.3. Kautzsch (§ 23.2) is 
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of opinion that the Massoretes introduced the distinction of the 
3rd fem. pl., which was familiar to them in the Targums. In 
any case, as the participle j2n2 which is co-ordinated with 1pa3 
shows, the latter form is used as a feminine. 


Candlestick, i.e. snwi33: in Syr. nabreshté and in the Tar- 
gums—a foreign word of unknown origin. 

The plaister, lit. the chalk. This word (13) appears once in 
Biblical Hebrew, Isa. 279, where it is probably borrowed from 
the Aramaic. It is found in the Syr. The walls of the Baby- 
lonian palaces were probably as the Assyrian, lined with white 
alabaster for several feet from the ground, as Driver remarks, 
appealing to Layard, Nineveh and its Remains*, i. 254-7; 
262 sq. 

Palm of the hand. The hand appeared above the couch where 
the king was reclining (Bevan). In Hebrew in which it occurs 
five times in one phrase it means either the pa/m of the hand or 
the sole of the foot. It is also used in the Targums in the same 
connexion. 


5°. Countenance. 1 is taken to be a loan-word from the 
Assyrian z¢mu, pronounced later as z7wu in Middle Iran. 

Was changed. As Kautzsch (§ 89. 2) points out, there is an 
incorrect use of the verbal suffix here in ‘mby smw. He 
proposes that we should read ‘mby sw as in 5°. But it is better 
with Bevan to read ‘mby yw. Other forms of the phrase are 
found in 5!° nw and in 728 Sy pone». ‘Was changed’ is amore 
idiomatic English rendering of the phrase than ‘was changed in 
him’. Similarly in 77%. The phrase is found in Job 142° mow» 
‘5, but in a different sense, i. e. of changing the face in death. The 
mby in 5° (728), if translated at all, should perhaps be rendered 
to his cost’: i.e. ‘was changed for the worse’, as in Gen. 48’, 
Rachel died to my cost’ (Sy and) or simply ‘Rachel died’. 
The Targum reproduces this idiom, and also the Pesh. An 
Irish peasant says at the present day ‘my wife died on me’ 
where we have exactly the same idiom as in Gen. 48’, 

Alarmed. Cf. 42, 

The joints of his loins, lit. the joints of his loin, AYN WP. 
This phrase is found in the Targ. Jon. on Gen. 501. We 
should have expected ‘Myy5n. Nyon is the same word as the 
Hebrew oydn. It is uncertain whether the 7 or the / is the 
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older; for the Arabic supports the Aramaic, as Bevan observes, 
though with a transposition of the last two consonants. We 
might compare the frequent Homeric phrase airod dio yotvara, 
Od div2703, 1 xxiP 114: 

Were loosed, i.e. "1A, As Bevan observes we should 
expect MY, since ia Bibl. Aram. W (Ezra 5°) means ‘to 
begin’. But in Syr. both the Ethpa‘el and the Ithpe‘al have 
this meaning: see Brockelmann, Lex. in loc. In Syro-Pal. 
Syr. only the latter tense appears to occur. Schulthess, Lex., 
p. 215. 

Fits knees smote, &c. Cf. Nah. 244° It is noteworthy that 
for NN3D5N we have wm273 in 6". 

5'-°*. The text of these verses is in certain details uncertain. 
The MT (with its versions), the LXX, and Josephus differ from 
each other, but the LXX supported by Josephus gives clearly 
the right order of events, though its text is very corrupt. As 
the MT stands, the wise men appear twice ‘on no intelligible 
grounds before the king. Thus in 5’ the king summons them 
and on their coming before him he tells them the gifts that he 
would give to the successful interpreter of the mysterious writing. 
But 5° begins as though no such event had taken place, and 
reads ‘Then came in all the king’s wise men’. In the LXX 
and Josephus there is no such incoherency. According to both 
these authorities (LXX 57*) the king first of all summoned the 
wise men to interpret the writing. These came in due course, 
but were unable to do so. Then were King Belshazzar and his 
companions greatly alarmed (this last sentence has been wrongly 
transferred into 5° by the LXX but not by Josephus, whereas 
the MT has relegated it to 5°). Zhen and not till then (58>) 
the king issued a proclamation setting forth the rewards that 
would be conferred on the man, whosoever he might be, who 
should make known the writing to the king (5°°). The wise 
men are not summoned again; for they had failed. The invita- 
tion is now general, but, tempted by the great rewards, the 
wise men presented themselves before the king in the hope 
of discovering the interpretation of the writing, but again 
failed. 

It is obvious that we have here in the LXX (followed by 
Josephus) the rational order of events. But, though the order 
is that of our author, the text of the LXX is very corrupt. 
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Notwithstanding, we must here follow the LXX, though not 
necessarily its corruptions. 

Before I give the full textual evidence, I must mention a clever 
suggestion by Loehr. He proposes the transposition of the first 
clause of 5° ‘Then came in all the king’s wise men’ before 57”. 
This certainly provides us with a smooth text: 57" ‘The king 
cried aloud to bring in the enchanters, the Chaldeans, and the 
soothsayers. 58* Then came in all the king’s wise men. 5’ The 
king spake and said to the wise men of Babylon, Whosoever 
shall read... in the kingdom. 5%» But they could not read the 
writing, &c.’ But the order of events in the LX X and Josephus 
furnishes conclusive evidence against this proposal. The MT 
and Th. attest a text that is not only dislocated but defective as 
well. Besides, this account is not at all in keeping with the 
high-handed action of a Babylonian despot, even when reduced 
to the plight of Belshazzar. It was the duty of the wise men to 
solve the enigma, and purely a matter of grace on the king’s 
part to reward the successful. Hence the offer of such extrava- 


LXX 
(the order of the words is that of the 
Th. and the MT. MS., the numbering is mine— 
not Swete’s.) 

5° Tore tov Baowiéws 7 popdr 5° Kat 7) dpacts at’rod nAdoLwwOn [kat 
NArAXoLwOn, Kat of Siaroyiopot PoBor] Kat dadvorat airoy Kare- 
abrod ovverdpaccov airdy, cat (5°°[*]® amevdov. Earevorev ody 6 Baoieds 
of cvvderpor THs dodbvos Sue-  =Th.®) [kal eEavéorn cat €opa tiv ypapny 
Avoyvto Kal Ta ydvata avTod exeivny], kal of tovveratport Kikro 

OUVEKPOTOUYTO. avTov Téxavxavrort. 
5'* Kal eBénoev 6 Baoireds ev 57° Kat 6 Bacwels ehornoe hava 
ioxw Tod eloayayeiv paryous, Beyadn Kadéoat Tovs éeraodovs 
5'> XadSalovs, yatapnvors,[ + dare- kat appakxovds Kat XadSaiovs kat 
KpiOn MT] kai eimey Tols wo- ya{apnvovs, amayyeikar TO ovy- 
5'° ois BaBuddvos Os dv dvayvd 5°* kptua tis ypadpis. Kal eloeropev- 
TY ypapyy ravtny Kal THY ovro emt [Bewpiar] iSeiv tiv ypa- 
ovyKpliow yvepion pot, mop- pny, kat Td cvyKpiya THs ypadis 
ipay evdvoerat, kal 6 wavid- otk edvvavro ovykpivat TS Bacidel. 
kns 6 xpvoods emt tov Tpdayn- 58> réte 6 Baoireds e&EOnxe mpdo- 


> a ‘ ‘ > cal , a 
Aov adrov, kal rpiros ev rH §8°(= raya Néyov Tas avyp os apy 


5° Baowdeia pou dpge. Kal eioe-  Th.7¢) brodelén rd ovykpiya THs ypapijs, 
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gant rewards could only naturally be made when, asin the LXX 
and Josephus, the wise men really failed to read and interpret the 
writing. Then it was that the king and his nobles were con- 
founded and that the time had come to offer a guerdon beyond 
the dreams ofavarice. Cf. the failure of the wise men in Gen. 41° 
to interpret Pharaoh’s dream, and the wrath of Nebuchadnezzar 
with the wise men of Babylon and his edict for their destruction 
on a like occasion in our text 2°—1?, 

With a view to clearness I shall treat 57° first zm regard to 
the order of events in the text, and with a view to the discovery 
of the original order of events in the text, I shall arrange Th. 
(i.e. the MT), the LXX and Josephus accounts in parallel 
columns. This will be followed by a translation of the restored 
text. Secondly, I shall treat 5’~® afresh as regards some textual 
difficulties and their interpretation, though many of these must 
necessarily be dealt with under (i). 


5’ -°. (i) The order of events : 


Josephus, Avt. x. 11. 2. Order of events in Josephus. 


Tapaydeis Sé trod ths dyews (a) The king’s alarm at the vision 


ouvekdhege TOUS payous Kat Tovs (rapaxOeis . . . td THs Oews) = 
XadSaious ... os dv aire dno- ILPOre nS ANI 

cwo.Ta yeypappeva. tay dé paywy (6) The king summons the wise 
ovdevy etpioxew Suvapéevov ovde men to interpret the writing 
cuviévat heydvTav, vm aywvias 6 (cuvexddece ... ws dv... Onhooaat Ta 
Baowte’s kat modAns THs emt TO yeypappéeva) = LXX 579: Th. 574. 
mapaddé@Xvmns kata Tacav exnpvée (c) The wise men come but are 
THY Xopay TO Ta ypdppara kal THY unable to interpret (ray dé payer 
tm avrav dndovpevny dudvovav capn ovdev evpioxew Suvapevey ovde oure- 
mouoavt. Saoev wUmirxvovpevos vat Neydvrwv) = LXX5%*: Th. 5°. 
orpentoy mepravyévioy xpvceov kai (ad) The king moved with anguish 
moppupav ea Onra popeiv ... Kal TO and trouble causes the proclama- 
Tpirov pépos tis iSias apyns. Tov- tion to be made that the inter- 
TOV yevouevov TOU KNpVypatos ert preter of the mysterious writing 
paAdov of payor ovydpaportes ... will be rewarded with a chain of 
mpos THY eUpecw Tay ypappdtey gold, a purple robe, and a third 


ovdev €hatrov nrdpynocay, advpovyra part of hiskingdom (tm dywvias... 
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Th. and the MT. LXX. 

f i i rod Aret avt ov mop Pupar, kal pavid- 

Topevovto mavtes of Topol Tod oroAtet avtov Top upay, kal p 
-~ ¢ > ed \ 
Bactréws, kal ovK novvavro Thy Knv xpuvoovv mepiOnoe atT@ Kal 
nv a a WOeTHVay 6067 UT@ e€ovaola Tod Tpirov 

yoahiy dvayvavatovde thy avy- oOnoerar avT@ e€ov p 

~ - , -~ , ‘ > 
Kpiow yvopioa TO Baorhei. 5°¢ pepous ths Bactdelas. Kal €lge- 
‘ ‘ \ 
5° cai 6 Bacwhed’s Badracadp €éra- mopevovto of eraotdot Kat Pappakot 

~ ‘ , A as > , 
payOn, Kai 7 pop) avrod nr- kat yatapnvol, kai ovk ndvvato 
2 2 P 
AowdOn €v adr@, kal of peyt- oidels Td ovyKpiLa THS ypadis 

Y] a) HS, 
a} > Aa / 10 > ix , € x A > , 
oraves avtov ovverapacaarto. 51° amayyeiha. Tore 6 Bacwhevs éka- 
vel , 
5)° kai etondbev 7 Buciuooa. hewe THY Bacidtocay. 


The order of the events in the above three authorities has 
been preserved rightly by Josephus throughout but in a com- 
pressed form. His text is obviously based on the LXX. The 
solitary LXX manuscript has also preserved the order of the 
original version of the LXX, save that it has through some 
accident transferred two clauses which originally followed 5% 
éomevoev ... téekavydrrot to the close of 5°. Josephus clearly used 
a manuscript in which this dislocation in the text of the LX X or 
of the Aramaic had not occurred. These two clauses should be 
restored after 58%. The last half of 5° of the LXX has not only 
two clauses which originally followed 8* and a clause also which 
belonged originally to 5°. This last (5%) is cai égavéorn Kai éopa 
THY ypaqryy exeiyny. The first two words (kat e£avéorn) look like a mis- 
taken addition by a scribe who did not understand the meaning 
that éomevoev had here, i.e. that it was a rendering of 5nant which 
Th. renders ¢rapdéx6y, That éonevoev is a legitimate rendering we 
shall show presently. Now as to the remaining five words «at 
éwpa thy ypapiy exeivny, these are a rendering of m7 MANI AM, which 
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Josephus, Ant. x. 11. 2. Order of events in Josephus. 
& emt rovro Ocavapévy tov Baordéa exnpuge . 2. TO Ta ypdpmata.. . 
7 papun adrod mapabapcvverv cap moncarte Sooev simoyvov- 
npEaro, Hevos .. .) = LXX 5°¢.4 which 


has been wrongly transposed 
from its original position after 
5°*, and in Th. i.e. the MT has 
been transposed after 5° and is 
numbered 5°. The LXX should 
be read thus: 5° 6%° 8> and 
Th. 5°7¢, but it omits before 
57° the indispensable clause 
given in LXX 58>, 

(e) When this proclamation was 
made, the wise men rushed 
hastily to make another attempt 
to decipher the enigma, but were 
no more successful than before 
(rovrov rod Knptyparos ... of payoe 
ovvOpapdvres .. . ovdey €hatrov nT6- 
pnoav) = LXX 5°°¢: Th. i.e. the 
MT wanting. 


is an abbreviation and corruption of the clause in 5° i.e. ** * AIM 
mand ‘'** xt which the translator found as N77 AAND AM. = It is 
thus a dittograph from 5°, and should be excised. 

Let us now return to the two clauses 5° ¢ which should be 
restored after 5°? and which are identical with 5° of Th. (i.e. the 
MT), save that 5° contains an additional clause. The two 
clauses are éorevoev otv 6 Baotheds Kat of ‘tovveraipovt KiKd@ avrod 
técavydvrot. First of all éomevoev is the normal rendering of the 
Aramaic na: cf. 324 where onetoas = nbnanna, though here 
it has a different sense. But xaraomevdo is used in 4} to 
render the Pa‘el of baa where Th. uses cwrapéoow. Th. never 
uses either ometdo or xaraorebdo as renderings of 5na in the sense 
of causing alarm or being alarmed. But the LXX so uses it in 
this sense in Exod. 15)’, Judges 2041, 1 Sam. 2871. Next ovveraipo 
= m73n (as in 21"), which may be a corruption of ‘M7257. 
If so, the latter as in Th. 3% could be rendered oi peyworaves adrod. 
But if the versions can be trusted then ‘1)7An is a corruption of 
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yMVIININ since peyoraves is the rendering of this word in 5”, 617 
of the LXX and in 5)2%9%23 of Th. Once more it is clear that 
éxavyavro is corrupt. By retroversion the source of the corruption 
is discoverable. This word =}nawy. The Targum on Jer. 
9-4 renders dnann five times by naw where the LXX has 
kavyacbu, But }nawy is impossible here, and is evidently a 
corruption of pwanwy, which stands in the MT and is rightly 
rendered by Th. by cvverapdccorto. 

We have now proved that 5°° ¢ of the LXX points back to the 
present text of the Aramaic, save that it has lost one of its 
clauses. We have further seen that these clauses have been 
dislocated from their original position after 5°* both in the LXX 
and in the MT and the versions dependent on it. 

Again in Th. (i.e. the MT), 57» (‘The king answered and said 
to the wise men of Babylon’) is clearly an interpolation. There 
is no place for it in the original text. 

The list of the classes of the wise men in the MT. and 
Theodotion in 5’7*seems to be imperfect. These should give four 
classes as the LXX does and as the MT and Th do in 5}!. 

We are now in a position to give a translation of a text 
superior to that of the MT, and also to that presupposed by any 
individual version. In the translation that follows, which is that 
of the Aramaic, passages enclosed in ' 'are restored from the 
LXX: passages enclosed in" "are not found inthe LXX. 

5’*. ‘The king cried aloud to bring in the ‘magicians’, 
enchanters, Chaldeans, and soothsayers ‘that they should make 
known the interpretation of the writing! 58*. Then came in all 
the king’s wise men: but they could "not read" the writing, "nor 
make known to the king the interpretation. 5°. Then was King 
Belshazzar greatly alarmed "and his countenance was changed", 
and his lords were confounded. 58. ‘Then the king made 
a decree, saying:' 5°°. Whosoever shall "read™ this writing 
Tand" declare to me the interpretation thereof, shall be clothed 
with purple, and have a chain of gold about his neck and shall 
rule as one of three in my kingdom. ‘And the magicians, 
and enchanters and soothsayers came in, but none could make 
known the interpretation of the writing'.’ 

The preceding narrative is at once intelligible and vivid. 
Only one clause of the Aramaic is omitted i.e. 57 ‘and the king 
answered and said to the wise men of Babylon’. The LXX does 
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not admit of it and Josephus omitsit. In 57* the clause restored 
from the LXX is supported by its repetition in the next verses in 
all the authorities. The words in 58* ‘not read’ and ‘nor’ (LXX) 
are probably original ; for in ver. 5!" (in all authorities) Daniel 
‘reads’ the writing which the wise men could not. It is true 
that this clause is omitted in ver. 58° in the LXX. Probably at 
close of verse 8° we should read ‘none could read nor make 
known’, instead of ‘none could make known’. 

5° °. (ii) Some textual difficulties and their interpretation. 

5'*. To bring in, i.e. noyn : in 43 abyon. 

"The magicians', Since the LXX so reads, and since in 5" 
the same four orders of wise men are mentioned, we may reason- 
ably infer that the phrase belongs to our author’s original text. 

5°*. "Read...and" The MT and Th. are no doubt right in 
this reading. Though the solitary manuscript of the LX X omits 
it (Save in 5!" i.e. 575), it appears to be referred to in the text of 
Josephus rév 8€ payor oddév ebpioxew dvvauevav obSé cumévar Aeydvtwv. 
These words imply that the wise men could neither make out 
the script nor interpret it. 5!" confirms this view, where Daniel 
undertakes to decipher the script and interpret it. The ‘reading’ 
of the script is referred to also in 515 1°, 

5°. On the position of this verse in the text the Aram., LXX, 
and Josephus disagree. The LXX is clearly wrong in making 
it a part of 5°. Josephus appears to be right in describing the 
consternation of the king as following on the first failure of 
the wise men. Thereupon the king issues a proclamation of the 
great reward to be won by any one who could interpret the 
writing. 

Purple. The successful wise man was to be clothed with 
purple—a privilege which gave him a royal dignity among the 
Persians (Esth. 81°) and the right of being called the king’s 
friend (1 Macc. 107° ® ® 1158, &c.). The Aramaic fanN is the 
same word as the Hebrew jrins Num. 41%, Judges 876, and the 
Assyrian Argamannu. We find the Aramaic form in 2 Chron. 2° 
nanx. The derivation is doubtful. 

Chain of gold. 82227 (Qr.), xd 2V0n (Kt.). The Qr. is according 
to Marti a later Aramaic form. The word is either borrowed 
from the Greek pandxns (Kautzsch, § 64"), or, according to Andreas 
(see Marti, Glossar 67*) from the Persian hamyanak, diminutive 
from hamydn (in Aram. !%)9), girdle, whence it was borrowed by 


126 THE BOOK OF DANIEL V. 8° 


the Greeks. It should be punctuated 822%23. But the change 
of meaning is difficult. It is found in Syr. in the same form: 
in the Targums in the abbreviated form x3". Pharaoh presents 
the same gift to Joseph (Gen. 4142): and Cambyses to the 
Ethiopians (Herod. iii. 20), and the younger Cyrus to Syennesis 
(Xen. Anabd, i. 2. 27). According to the last writer (Cyr. xiii. 
5. 18) such chains could only be worn when presented by the 
king. Thus they were distinctive of a certain royal order. 
Polybius (ii. 31) explains the pavidkns as xpucodv WéAduov, 6 opovae 
mept Tas xeipas Kal Tov Tpaxndov of Tadarat. 

Rule as one of three(?). The A.V.and the R.V. ‘be the third 
ruler’ is inaccurate here as in 51629, Neither the word vba 
translated ‘third’ nor NADA in 51°29 is found elsewhere as an 
ordinal. The ordinal for ‘third’ in our author, the Targums 
and the Aramaic parts of the Talmud is ‘mn, though only the 
feminine of this numeral occurs in our author, i.e. semdn 23°, 
Hence we cannot give the meaning of ‘third’ to the MT forms 
‘nA or NADA, It is true that Th. in the second century A.D. in 
5716 renders the text tpiros év r7 Baoideig pov. But Josephus (Aunt. 
xX, II. 2) in the first century paraphrases the text thus : dacew... 
6 tpitoy pépos tis idias dpyys—a phrase which is repeated in x. If. 
3, and which was possibly influenced by the second century B. c. 
paraphrase of the LXX: d06joera aire efovoia rod rpitou pépous ths 
Baorhelas (5°. Cix5?62?), 

How then is this perplexing clause to be translated? The 
most satisfactory explanation appears to be that of Driver. He 
takes *nbn or rather xnbn to be the same as 8ADN or NFO, which 
both in the Targums and the Syriac means ‘a third part eo ae 
2 Kings 115° ‘a third part of you’ 332 NADA : 2 Sam. 182. 
‘Hence’, he concludes, ‘the literal rendering appears to be 
“shall rule as a third part in the kingdom”, i.e... . be one.of 
the three chief ministers, ‘‘rule as one of three”.’ Now this 
rendering of snbn certainly receives support from the oldest 
version. The Pesh. also gives in the three passages ‘rule as 
a third part in the kingdom’. Thus the LXX and the Pesh. 
presuppose xnbn in all three passages. 

Loehr suggests that we should emend ‘nbn into snbn os! third. 
But Bevan objects to the disappearance of the long t in the 
emphatic state. 

If the rendering ‘be third ruler in the kingdom’ were possible, 
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Driver’s explanation then would be that the successful in- 
terpreter would ‘have a third part of the supreme authority 
in the country’ as one of his three chief ministers, With this 
we might compare I Esdras 3° of rpeis peyoraves ris Mepoidos, Now 
in 6° of our text the institution of three supreme officers is men- 
tioned, and as Daniel is presupposed to be one of them, the 
explanation of Driver seems good. 

On the other hand Marti regards aba) as = triumuir, being 
derived from nbn a third. In this case he would regard Daniel 
as coming third after the king and the queen-mother. Prince 
and others explain Daniel as the third after Nabuna’id, but, as 
Marti rightly rejoins, Prince herein forgets that in vv. 2 and 13 
of this same chapter Nebuchadnezzar is definitely said to be the 
father of Belshazzar. -See my note on 5?. : 

‘AOA is a unique word if it is a genuine word. But probably 
it is a corruption of ‘ADA or NADA : cf. 51629, Apparently the 
early translators found one and the same word in 571629, At 
any rate they recognize no such difference as the present text 
presents. Kautzsch (§ 65. 1. Anm. 3), it is true, regards NADA 
as an abnormal emphatic state of ‘N2A—a view which Bevan 
condemns as still more inaccurate than the view of Gesenius. 
Gesenius regarded 8A2A as the emphatic state of a form non, 
third rank—a view which Kautzsch brands as undoubtedly 
wrong. 

5°>. Wanting in the MT and Th. 

51°. The text of the MT ‘the queen by reason of the words ot 
the king and his lords came’ is more than doubtful. Th. omits 
‘by reason of the words of the king and his lords’; the LXX 
does not admit of this phrase. Moreover Sap which occurs 
four times elsewhere in our author, means ‘before’ and not ‘by 
reason of’ as here. It has this meaning once in the Aramaic of 
Ezra, but not in our author, as we may reasonably conclude on 
many grounds. See Introd., § 20. ff The text of the MT is 
here very difficult. It represents the queen as coming into the 
banqueting chamber purely on her own initiative owing to the 
exclamations of alarm on the part of the king and his lords that 
had penetrated the rest of the palace. The LXX on the other 
hand represents the king as at once summoning the queen on 
his second failure to secure an interpretation of the writing— 


rote 6 Baowheds exddrece THY Bacihiooay wep Tod onpelov. Still another 
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version is given by Josephus (Amt. x. 11. 2), who represents the 
king’s grandmother (or mother) (udyyn) as a guest(?) at the 
banquet. We should observe that Josephus, Avt. x. 11.2, identifies 
Belshazzar with Nabuna’id (BaAracdpyy ror Kadovpevoy NaBodvdndrov 
napa rots BaBvdoviots), and in X. II. 4 aS an é@yyovos of Nebuchad- 
nezzar. Recognizing the deep dejection of the king she en- 
couraged him by her account of Daniel. 

Since the oldest authorities are thus in conflict with each other, 
it is difficult to determine what exactly the original text was, 
though clearly the LXX preserves the essence of the original ; 
the king sent for the queen. We have seen how Josephus took 
this queen to be the grandmother of Belshazzar, that is the 
mother of Nabuna’id. But according to the Annalistic Tablet 
ii. 13 (KB. iii. 2, p. 131 ; RP? v. 160) this lady died eight years 
previously at Sippara in the ninth year of Nabuna’id. Origen 
takes her to be the mother of Belshazzar. The text of the 
LXX could admit of this view, though it does not necessarily 
involve it. See end of note. Porphyry accepts this view, but 
he refuses to take the question seriously, and, ridiculing the 
whole story, says that Belshazzar’s wife knew more about the 
matter than her husband (‘illudit plus scire quam maritum ’— 
Jerome zz Joc. See vol. v. 520). Boutflower (Jz and around the 
Book of Daniel, p. 117) thinks that the queen in question was 
the widow of Nebuchadnezzar, whom Nabuna’id had married in 
order to strengthen his position, as he was not of the blood royal. 
Other writers maintain that this queen was the daughter of 
Nebuchadnezzar. But in the absence of all evidence as to any 
such alliance of Nabuna’id with either a daughter or widow of 
Nebuchadnezzar in the tablets dealing with Nabuna’id, where 
there was every reason for emphasizing it if it existed, the hypo- 
thesis has no foundation. See note on p. 108 sqq. 

That this queen was the queen-mother is certainly to be 
inferred from the Aramaic text. She is not included among the 
wives of the king (5%), and in the next place she speaks appa- 
rently from personal knowledge of the events of Nebuchad- 
nezzar’s reign (5"'). Furthermore the LXX does not proscribe 
this view, nor yet that she was the king’s wife. Its text admits 
of either view. In Israel and Judah the queen-mother enjoyed 
great influence : see r Kings 15!*, 2 Kings rol’, 24!2, Herodotus 
(ix. 109) speaks of the influence exerted in this respect by 
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Amestris, the wife of Xerxes, and also of Nitocris, the wife of 
Nebuchadnezzar, i. 185-8. 

Let not... alarm thee. On the jussive forms pond and 
WAY. see note on 416%), 

In the days of thy father. These words, though in a slightly 
different connexion, occur also in the LXX and also in the 
other versions. 

"5111, Whose name is Dantel. Some such words (= 70¥ 3 
PND, cf. 276, 4°16) must be supplied, since the phrase ‘in the 
same Daniel’ in the next verse implies that Daniel’s name had 
just been mentioned. The LXX is corrupt in some respects, 
but it preserves the beginning of the queen’s address to the 
king in the indirect narrative, 7 Baciiiwoa euynobn mpds abrov epi 
Tov Aad, ds hv ek THs aixpadtoolas tis "Iovdaias; Josephus (Ant. x. 
II. 2) confirms this reading, but gives it in the direct: éor res 
amd tis “lovdaias aiyuddwros . . . Aavinaos dvopua, copes dp tA. It is 
not improbable that after the addition I have already made to 
the text on the authority of the LXX and Josephus we should 
add the further clause from the LX X '‘ who was one of the exiles 
of Judaea’! (és j» [indirect for és ear] ek tis aiypadooias ris 
Iovdalas = 1) I NMI OD “I. See ver. 13. 

In whom ts the spirit of the holy gods. This phrase here and in 
5 is the immediate source whence it was borrowed by the 
reviser and utilized in 4°(*) 6, 1508), The clause is most prob- 
ably suggested by Gen. 41°°, ‘A man in whom the spirit of 
the godsis’. Its equivalent, though in a non-polytheistic sense, is 
found in the LXX and Th. on the present passage. 

The holy gods. The queen speaks as an idolater. Contrast 
Joshua 241. 

Holy gods. It has been urged by Lidzbarski (Ephem. ili. 255) 
that, since in Ah 126 (Cowley: Pap. 56! in Sachau) nds is con- 
strued with a singular verb, the plural should be construed in the 
sing. as ‘God’, and that in Ahikar jnbw always bears this meaning. 
But in Ah 115 and 124 it is construed with a plural verb. Hence 
Cowley and Perles are no doubt right in considering the singular 
verb as merely an error. In 347 (Cowley: c¢. 407 B.c.), 561 
(Cowley), sends is followed by a plural verb. In 30%?"; 317, 323, 
38°5, 40! the sing. nbs or Now nbx is used of Ya’u or Yahweh, 
the God of Israel. On the other hand when the heathen gods 
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(Cowley). See also 301, 317°. 
[The hing, thy father.| An intrusion. It is not found in Th. 
nor any first-class authority such as the LXX or Josephus. 
But the intrusion may be due to the reviser, who would thus 
emphasize this idea of our author as to Belshazzar being the son 

or grandson of Nebuchadnezzar : cf. 521! (),1°, 

Master of the magicians. This phrase is the source whence 
the reviser borrowed his in 4°), 

Magicians, enchanters, Chaldeans, and soothsayers. Here as in 
574 (LXX) four orders of wise men are mentioned. From this 
chapter the reviser borrowed this clause to insert in 4*. 

5%. Interpreting . .. loosing. These two participles in the text 
"W5 and NW are undoubtedly corrupt for WW? and NWWH 
respectively, as most scholars now admit. 

Solving of riddles, {VOX NINN, MINN is here the construct of 
mains (Inf. Aph‘el: Kautzsch, § 60. 1). This phrase is drawn 
from Judges 14141519, The Hebrew in 1414 is ANNA sand = ‘to 
solve the riddle’, which the Targum renders xn1n nsind, which 
is practically the same phrase as in our text. The Hebrew 
synonym, which is etymologically the same, means ‘riddle’, 
Num. 12%, or ‘hard question’, 1 Kings to}, or ‘problem’ or 
‘enigma of life’, Ps. 49°. That the Aramaic word originally 
maintained itself in the Hebrew version of 12° I have given 
reasons for believing. 

Loosing of spells. The A.V. and R.V. wrongly render ‘dis- 
solving of doubts’. Bevan rightly recognized that poyp meant 
‘magic knots’, although unaware of the parallel in 1 Enoch 83, 
where we have the Greek equivalent, i. e. émaoidSav Avtjpiov = ‘the 
resolving of enchantments’. In the same work 95* we have 
‘anathemas which cannot be reversed’. Th.’s. rendering of our 
text confirms this view—dvov curdéopovs. 

Were found in the same Daniel. The Aramaic Dxe73 ma implies 
that Daniel’s name had already been mentioned by the queen, 
but owing to the faulty text has been lost. I have restored it in 
5". This use of the pronominal suffixes before a noun serves 
as the equivalent of a demonstrative pronoun to emphasize the 
noun, the previous mention of which tt presupposes (Kautzsch, § 88). 

[Whom the king named Belteshazzar, i. e. ‘2 now oy xadp 4.) 
This is a false gloss. It was the prince of the Eunuchs who gave 
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this name to Daniel before the king was personally acquainted 
- with him. There is no hint of this clause either in the LXX or 
in Josephus. It may come from the hand of the reviser, or a 
scribe. The right form of such a clause is given in ro! in Hebrew, 
and in Aramaic would be "53 mDY as in 276, 4 Pls), 16s) ac 
cording to our author, and not abn mow ny x25) 4 as here, 
seeing that the statement itself is not true. The idiom itself is 
certainly word for word Hebraic. Cf. 2 Kings 173! ww ny aw 
Sew. Possibly the idiomatic Aramaic would be snp xado 4 
"1 now or W instead of xnp. Pesh., however, reproduces this 
idiom literally. 

5\%. Art thou Daniel? Daniel, though retained in the service 
of the state (see 8°”) was personally unknown to Belshazzar. 
The rendering ‘that Daniel’ (R.V.) is wrong. The xin here 
serves only to emphasize the xnox that precedes it: ‘Art thou’ 
Daniel ?’ (Kautzsch, § 87. 3). The interrogative readily falls 
away before a guttural as here according to Kautzsch, § 67. 2. 
But it is retained in 27° The ground for such omission was 
alleged to be considerations of euphony. But in Ges.-Kautzsch, 
§ 150 vem., this statement is contradicted, seeing that 9 or 7 
occurs before a guttural 118 times. So in Aramaic the interro- 
gative is not necessary, where the natural emphasis is enough 
to indicate an interrogative sentence. 

Art thou Daniel... whom the king my father brought, &c. 
Nebuchadnezzar is clearly here implied to be Belshazzar’s 
father. Had our author taken him to be the grandfather or 
great-grandfather of Belshazzar, he would naturally have repre- 
sented Belshazzar as saying ‘ Nebuchadnezzar my father’ in 
order to distinguish him from his actual father. 
~ 54, That they should read... and they undertook to make known. 
Here ‘7 = wa expressing purpose. But the second clause is not 
subordinate to the | as in 6', but is parallel to the principal 
clause, ‘the wise men were brought in’. Cf. 2'°, where this 
idiom expresses the idea of purpose or obligation without any pre- 
ceding 1. In 2" this idiom— c. Inf.—is, as here, to be taken as 
a finite verb, not as dependent on the preceding "5 but as parallel 
to the principal verb that precedes, i.e. xya, ‘ Daniel implored 
the King .. . and undertook to show.’ See Gen. Introd., § 20. ¢. 

51%. Interpretations, i.e. pwd. In 5) the text has yobn, but 
the reading in 51° has the support of the LX X and Th. 

K 2 
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As one of three. See note on 5". 

517-4, Before interpreting the writing, Daniel reminds the 
king of the pride of Nebuchadnezzar his father, and recalls the 
fact that, nowithstanding the nemesis of such pride, he went on 
his way, and giving free reins to his pride challenged the power 
of the God of heaven by the profanation of the sacred vessels of 
the Temple. 

Sure. ine. PON pd see Gen. Introd. 7% loc. 

Rewards. On 4n‘312) see note on 2°. 

518. Thou O king is a Nominativus pendens and is resumed 
in the suffix in 72x. Cf. 2? for a similar construction. This 
construction emphasizes the relation in which Belshazzar stands 
to Nebuchadnezzar. To him the Most High God gave all the 
glory he possessed and yet though all this glory was taken from 
him because of his pride, yet thou ‘his son Belshazzar’ (5%), 
hast not humbled thyself, though thou knewest all this. 

5% Trembled. }YS1: with 8 from YH. See note on 2%. 

Whom he would he slew. For like expressions cf. 1 Sam. 2’, 
Ps.3757,). Sire 774, Tob, 48: 

Kept alive, i.e. SM) Aph‘el part. of mn. Some versions and 
editions wrongly punctuate SM) = ‘striking’. So Th. érumrev 
and Vulg. percutiebat. But the parallelism is against the latter. 
See Bauer-Leander, § 49, k. This verb belongs to the y’y class. 

5°. Was lifted up. Kautzsch, § 45. 1.d takes 07 here as 
a participle as py in 3% 4°. But Marti, following Bevan, 
and so Strack § 24, regards it as a perfect with intransitive 
vocalization. Cf. HebrewN, Syriac Kus. 

Was deposed. With the Hoph‘al 935, cf. 43%, Kautzsch, 
§ 42. 1; Marti, § 58 c. 

Throne. 8213. This form is found in the Zinjirli inscription 
(Cooke 63), in the Aram. Pap. (Cowley 6%, Ah 133). But the 
Assyr. has kussu and the Hebrew 833. The word is thought to 
be an Akkadian loan-word according to Schrader (Bevan). 

His glory. For 12 ‘the glory’ read with Pesh. as Rosenmiiller 
(followed by other scholars) suggests: 71>. 

They took. The Aramaic uses the 3rd m.pl. Haphal yn 
(cf. 207 72) where we should expect 97. Cf. Bauer-Leander, 
§ 39, f. 


571. This verse summarizes statements made in 472 (25), 
29(32), 30 (38) 
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From the sons of men. We have here Nv2x 33 1) replacing 
NWIN j1D In 42(2) 2982), 30083), but Th. renders dm ray dvOpérey in 
all cases. 

Was made : literally ‘they made’ ¥ (Qr.). But the Ké has 
“w. Th. has certainly the passive én here, but in the next 
clause we find again the 3 pl. impersonal. K¢. has "Ww which 
may be read as ‘ or WW. See Bauer-Leander, § 47, s. 

Like the beasts. On the elliptical construction here, cf. xw2x }D 
413(16) and in note on 179, 

The wild asses. These animals are specially named here 
because they are the wildest and shyest of creatures (Job 395-8). 
The king was to avoid all contact with mankind as much as 
they. Five manuscripts read s’75N ‘flocks’ instead of N78 
‘wild asses’, and are followed by Haupt and Prince. 

Until he knew, &c. Cf. 42? (), 

5 Lhou his son. Cf,.5118, : 

Though. Only here has ‘7 5ap 53 in Biblical or earlier Aramaic 
this meaning. 

5°. Hast lifted up thyself. With me2inn, cf. the other 
Hebraistic form of this verb in 4*4, 

The vessels. See note on 57. 

Gold and silver. With Th. and the Pesh. I have transposed 
the order of these words. Unfortunately the LXX is defective 
here; but in 5? where all the authorities exist, the order is as it 
is here in Th. and Pesh. 

Which see not, &. The unreasonableness of idolatry is else- 
where dwelt on: cf. Deut. 48, Isa. 449, Ps. 115%, 13516, Rev. 
9”, &c. 

Him hast thou not glorified. The MT has here connected ap 
with the ‘t which precedes, so that the English would run as 
follows: ‘in whose hand thy breath is, and whose are all thy 
ways’. Cf. Jer. 107? ‘O Lord I know that the way of man is 
not in himself’. But the Th. and the LXX (though it gives 
a somewhat different text) rightly regard the n> here as emphatic 
and as the object of the verb that follows. So Kautzsch, § 84. 1. 

57-28. The writing and its interpretation. 

The writing may have consisted of ideograms ; for according 
to the text even expert Babylonian scholars could not decipher 
it. The inscription therefore had to be read or translated into 
ordinary symbols of speech. This seems the obvious deduction 
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from 57, where it is said that the wise men could neither ‘read’ 
the writing nor make known its interpretation, whereas in 5” 
Daniel declares that he will both read and interpret it’: cf. also 
51516. The text of the LXX is confused, and less trustworthy 
than the MT and Th. Thus 5?" is clearly transposed from its 
original context in 5% as a duplicate interpretation of the 
words Mavy, gapés, OexéX. 5° of the LXX which contained these 
words has unfortunately not been preserved in the solitary 
manuscript of the LXX. But that the LXX originally contained 
the equivalent of 52° is indubitable; for at the close of the title 
(or table of contents) of this chapter we read as follows: Mavy, 
dapés, OexéX. (Did the translator understand these words as 
weights as Prince suggests, and accordingly transpose them ?) 
ote b€ épunveia airy’ pay, jpiOunra’ capés, e&ijprau” Oexed, Eorara. 
The interpretation ‘numbered ... taken away ... weighed’ 
admits of explanation even as to its order. 

The title, therefore, of this chapter of the LXX agrees with, 
and confirms, the text of Th. in 5° though in a different order. 
Similarly, Josephus, Ant. x. 11. 3 has Many... eked. . . papés. 
Since Josephus has in the earlier verses followed the LXX, we 
may reasonably conclude that here also he was following a more 
trustworthy form of the LXX than that which has come down 
tous. Furthermore, Josephus in the interpretation of navn uses 
the words xpdvov ... npiOunxev 6 Ocds. See npiOunra in the title of 
this chapter given above on the LXX. Since Th. uses euérpnoev 
6 eds, Josephus was here obviously using the LXX. 

The above facts throw serious doubt on the originality of the 
words Aene, Mene, Tekel, Upharsin. Let us first deal with the 


1 517 (i.e. 5%), of the LXX preserves a reference to Daniel’s reading in the 
inscription: réte AavijA Earn, KaTévayTt THs ypapns, Kal dvéyvw, Kai ovTws 
drexpiOn TO Bacrrel Avy  ypaph HplOunra, karedoyioOn, eHpra. There are two 
points to be observed here. First the actual transliteration of the inscription 
is not given but only a translation of it, and this translation is defective ; for 
7pOpynrat and kareXoyicOn are duplicate renderings of N31, and there is no 
rendering at all of bpn, although even the table of contents at the beginning 
of this chapter contains the three enigmatical words. Again in 52°; 28 there is 
no mention of bon. 5°° contains 7pi0unra a rendering of NID: droAnye and 
ovyreréXeora are dittographic renderings of modvin : whereas ovuyrérunra, 
which is wrongly inserted between the last two verbs is a rendering of MDD 
and should be transposed to the beginning of 528. We should then read papés, 
ouvTérpntat % BactAreia cov Kal Tr. M. Kal r. II. diS0Tat. 
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repetition of the first words. Against such a repetition we have 
the authority of the LXX, Th., Vulgate, and Josephus, and 
finally we observe that the interpretation in 52°~7 takes no 
account of such a repetition. Furthermore, Jerome here states 
definitely: Tria tantum verba in pariete scriptura (scripta — so 
Erasmus) signaverat: Mane, Thecel, Phares. Next as regards 
the fourth word, we discover that the same authorities are 
unaware of the form }‘D"15) and undoubtedly read D1». 

Let us first take the words as they stand [D751 DPA S219 N21D 
and see what can be made of them. 

(1) The usual interpretation is ‘counted, counted, weighed and 
pieces’. But though 82!) as passive participle of 3» might mean 
‘counted’ bpn cannot mean ‘weighed’ (i.e. pn), and D5 cannot 
mean ‘ divided’ (i.e. D5) as the interpretation in 527-® demands. 
Moreover, the interpretation takes account of D1) and not really 
of Dp. These words >pA (the absolute of Ndpn = Heb; pv) and 
DIB as at present vocalized are not participles but substantives. 
From these facts it has been inferred that no close connexion 
exists between the inscription and its interpretation, and that 
therefore the words themselves were not arbitrarily invented by 
our author but borrowed from some other source. In that source 
they appear to have stood in some relation to the events in the 
text, else our author would hardly have incorporated them in his 
account, since the interpretation in 5°°~8 is a real tour de force, 
resorted to in order to give them a meaning in regard to the 
present crisis. 

But the interpretation in 52°~* cannot, as we have seen, be 
adopted, since the translation does not admit of it. If we may 
anticipate we might with Haupt and Prince render: ‘There is 
counted (82) a mina (73), a shekel and two half minas’, The 
mina would refer to Nebuchadnezzar, the shekel (=one sixtieth 
(or later one fiftieth) part of a mina) to Belshazzar and the half- 
minas probably to the Medes and Persians. See Prince zm loc. 
To a modification of this interpretation we shall return. 

(2) Owing to the difficulties of the text and its interpretation 
many modern scholars, including Néldeke, Bevan, Driver, Prince, 
and Marti, have accepted the explanation put forward by Clermont- 
Ganneau (Journal Asiatique, Mane, Thecal, Phares, 1886), who 
pointed out that mené is the Aramaic equavalent of the Hebrew 
72, which was borrowed by the Greeks and written pra, by the 
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Latins mina. pnb he recognized to be the equivalent of wns 
which he found on half-mina weights,’ and which therefore he 
concluded must mean a half-mina. As regards the term bpn he 
was undecided, but Néldeke (Zeitschr. fi Assyr., i. 414-18) rightly 
identified it with the shekel. In a fifth century Pap. B.c. 
(Cowley 10°) Spn is used as the equivalent of bp. 

Thus the inscription runs: a mina, a mina, a shekel, and two 
half-minas. Here 739 can mean ‘mina’ but also ‘numbered’. 
So Daniel shows his skill in interpreting it as meaning that 
Belshazzar’s days are numbered. DPA (= shekel) might be 
written ‘pn (= weighed): hence ‘Thou art weighed’: and 
D715 or rather D128 could suggest D5 = ‘divided’ as well as 
p1p ‘a Persian’. But this interpretation does not account for 
PDB. 

(3) So far we have kept to the MT in 5%. But as we have. 
shown at the beginning of the note, the MT of 5% is not 
supported by the LXX, Th., Vulg., Josephus, or Jerome or 
even by the interpretation given in 58 of our text. These 
six authorities agree in the main in one and the same text— 
pip 5pn xxe—or as in Th., LXX, Josephus, Mawn, Gexér, papés. 

The MT. jp75) (i.e. ‘and, half minas’ or ‘and Persians’) would 
then be understood as an explanatory marginal gloss, which 
simply meant ‘ Persians’ but which subsequently displaced the 
original p15. 

There would then be two ways of taking these words, following 
the guidance of *’~, or a third if we considered the probable 
meaning of the proverbial saying by itself. 

(a) Let us take the third first. The three words duly punctua- 
ted would mean ‘a mina, a shekel, half a mina’ and these three 
weights would contain a veiled allusion (as a proverb originating 
in later Persian circles and passing subsequently into Jewish) 
respectively to Nebuchadnezzar, Belshazzar, and the Persians 
—the relative values of the two monarchs being exhibited by the 
comparison of the mina and shekel, and the sequence in time 
of the Persian on the great Babylonian Empire. 


1 In the eighth century B.c., Zinjirli Aramaic inscription (Cooke, 62°) DID 
is found with the meaning of half a mina: Cf. C7S, II. i. ro, where YD in the 
Assyrian version is explained as ‘a half mina’, In Eduy. III. 3; Yoma, iv. 4; 
Pea, viii. 5 DD) 191) = a mina and a half. DD is found in this sense in an 
Egyptian papyrus 450 B.c. See Cowley 458 where it means ‘half’, 
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(6) But, if this existed as an early proverb with the meaning 
suggested in (a), it would of course assume fresh significance in 
its new context without wholly losing its old. Mane (so Versions, 
though it should be read mana S22) would mean ‘mina’, but 
would suggest mené (83) ‘numbered’. Hence Belshazzar’s 
days are numbered. ¢ekél (Oph) means ‘shekel’ but could be 
interpreted as pointing to D*pA ‘weighed’. Hence ‘thou art 
weighed, &c.’. Pares or rather p*ras (=‘half’) could suggest 
perés (08) ‘divided’ and also 012 = ‘Persian’. Hence ‘thy 
kingdom is divided and given to the Persians’. There is thus 
a double play on the word in 5”8. 

(c) It is also possible that the text of the Versions is wrongly 
punctuated for 018 Opn N21, i.e. ‘a mina, a shekel, half a mina’, 
where ‘half a mina’ would be a comment on Belshazzar as a 
worthless son of a great father. This use of weights to denote 
the value of persons is attested in the Talmud. It may have 
originated before the time of our author, and been borrowed 
from Persian sources. Thus in Ta‘an. 21 b we have: s2° 3D 
21D 72 AD Syx AD 32 AD ND Syx9 AID 32 AID SyN DID J AD 

‘It is more fitting that a mina son of a half-mina should come 
to a mina son of a mina, rather than that a mina son of a mina 
should come to a mina son of a half-mina.’ 

The text of the inscription cannot, therefore, be determined 
with certainty. The textual evidence, however, is decidedly in 
favour of its consisting simply of the three words given under (¢). 
It was most probably an ancient proverb referring to the events 
with which our author was dealing and which he incorporated in 
his text and interpreted as he thought right.’ 

527. In the balances. S28 so some editors : others write 81ND, 

5%. Divided... given. D2} +++NB B—both 3rd pers. fem. 
sing. Pe‘il. 

The Medes and Persians. The Jews regarded the Medes and 
Persians as closely associated. Hence we have our author 
speaking three times of the ‘laws of the Medes and Persians’ 
(69 (8), 18 (12), 16(15)), From the Greek standpoint their conflicts 
with Darius and his successors were indifferently designated as 
Ta Mnoixa or ra Ieporka, 

52°. Made proclamation. \2n. See note on 3%. 

1 The student should consult Clermont-Ganneau, Journal Asiatique, 1886, 
pp. 36 sqq., Noldeke, Z. f. Assyr. 1. 414 soq. 


138 THE BOOK OF DANIEL V. 30 


5°°. The story closes here summarily with the mention of the 
murder of Belshazzar, and 5°! properly belongs to the next 
narrative. 


SECTION VI 


i.e. 61-9 (581-68), dating from the first year of the reign of 
Darius, and giving an account of the events that followed 
immediately on the conquest of Babylon. 


1. Unhistorical character of this chapter. 


The historical difficulties of this chapter are all but incredible. 
Those connected with Belshazzar we found very great, but they 
are trivial and immaterial when compared with our author’s 
records regarding ‘ Darius the Mede’. 

We have here to investigate briefly the historical sources 
contemporary with the years preceding and succeeding the cap- 
ture of Babylon by Cyrus in 538 B.c. in order to discover the 
identity of ‘Darius the Mede’, whom our author represents as 
being appointed king of Babylon in 538 B.c., and to come 
to a definite conclusion as to whether such a person existed. 
Next, if we conclude that no such person was known to history, 
we must account for the origin of this mythical personage. 

(a) Short sketch of the history of Media down to its conquest by 
Cyrus the Persian, and his subsequent conquest of Babylon. The 
Medes lived in the mountainous regions north and north-east of 
Babylon and south-west of the Caspian. Four of their kings are 
mentioned by Herodotus (i. g6-130), the first of whom is Deioces 
699-646, who may have been an individual or a dynasty. The 
real founder of the monarchy was Phraortes, 646-624. The 
Medes were organized by his son Cyaxares (624-584) into a 
strong power. The latter sought to avenge the defeats of his 
father by the Assyrians. In his first attempt to do so in 614 he 
was unsuccessful, but in his second campaign in 612 against the 
Babylonians and Scythians* he destroyed the Assyrian capital, 
Nineveh. Cyaxares was succeeded by Astyages (584-550), who 
was betrayed by his own troops into the hands of Cyrus. Cyrus 
had been a vassal of Astyages. 


1 See Gadd, The Fall of Nineveh, 1923, based on the recently discovered 
‘Chronicle of Nabopolassar’. 
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(0) The historical outlook of the author of Daniel in regard to 
the Median and Persian empires, and particularly in regard to 
Darius and Cyrus. The empire of the Medes, thus absorbed 
into that of the Persians, became the Medo-Persian empire, the 
supreme factor of which was henceforth the Persian, which had 
hitherto been a subordinate power. Cyrus became the king of 
the united monarchies in 538 when he effected the conquest of 
Babylon. 

In our author the two peoples are sometimes represented as 
united (575, 69(8),1842),16(15) 5 cf, 82°), but in other passages the 
distinctness of the two nationalities is emphasized, and this 
especially in regard to the heads of the empire. Thus on the 
fall of Babylon Darius the Mede (6!, 5(31), g!, 111) ‘received 
the kingdom’ and the title of a supreme, not of a delegated, king- 
ship (69:478,9,13,14 (2,3,6,7,8,12,13) &e,); exercised all the functions of 
a plenary and paramount jurisdiction (6%*1626,27 (1,2,15,25,26)) 5 as 
sole ruler divided his vast empire into 120 satrapies, 62) ; which 
empire embraced all the peoples, nations, and languages, that 
dwell upon the earth (67° @°)); as absolute despot sentenced to 
death the rulers of such satrapies as had accused Daniel 6754) ; 
and at the close of his reign—it does not say his death except 
in the LXX (6?°?%)—was succeeded by Cyrus ‘the Persian’ 
(67928); cf. ro), And yet, though prerogative after prerogative 
and every divine right that marks and hedges in a king are piled 
on Darius, the Median empire is felt to be a kind of unintelligible 
episode in the history of Babylon—even by those whose his- 
torical knowledge is limited to the O.T. Our author though 
a convinced believer in this tradition of a Median Empire is 
perfectly aware that it is weaker, 8°, than the Persian which 
he held succeeded it, 2°. 

(c) Our author presupposes that the Medes conquered Babylon 
and that ‘Darius the Mede’ immediately succeeded to the throne of 
Babylon. One underlying presupposition of the entire Book of 
Daniel is that Babylon was stormed and captured mainly by 
the Medes (578, 7°, 8°), though in 578 Medes and Persians are 


1 Thus Cyrus, who was ‘the King of Countries’, i.e. of the entire empire, 
and who appointed apparently only for one year his son Cambyses as ‘ King 
of Babylon’, leaves no room for Darius. Yet the traditionalists would identify 
Darius this mythical ruler of the whole earth with this temporary king of one of the 
lands over all of which Cyrus ruled. See /ntroduction. 
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mentioned together. Cyrus ‘the Persian’ has, so far as the 
narrative goes, no part in its overthrow. It is, therefore, per- 
fectly in keeping with the positive statements of our author, as 
well as with the general implications of his work, that a Median 
prince should be appointed the first king of conquered Babylon. 
It is noteworthy that there is not a hint that he received the 
kingdom from the joint victors: much less is there the slightest 
foundation for the statement that the words ‘ Darius the Mede 
received the Kingdom’ mean or imply that Darius was appointed 
by a superior. The LXX and Th. here render zapédaBe(v) tv 
Baoielav. This merely means that he received the kingdom in 
accordance with the will of God, the Ruler of all. The very 
same phrase is used of Cyrus in the LXX in 68), where it 
diverges from the MT, and where it records that, on the death 
of Darius, Kupos 6 Ilépons mapedaBe tiv Bacireiav avrov. CE 5 for 
the same phrase. In Bel and the Dragon (ver. 1) the same 
phrase recurs in the version of Th. in connexion with Cyrus, 
and in 2 Macc. ous (mapadaBdvros rt. Bacrdeiay), tol with Antiochus 
Epiphanes and his son respectively. Josephus uses it (8acvAelav 
mapadapBdver) of Evil Merodach and of Neriglissar (Avié. x. 11. 2). 
In Bernstein’s Chrestomathia Syriaca, p. 110, ‘Ex Bar Hebraei 
Chron.’ Dyn. x. 491 we have this phrase used of the accession of 
Ucataeus JhaaNxaSX oNas. Hoffmann, Julianos der Abtriin- 
nige, p. 5 (see Bevan, p. 20) has found the same phrase xnva>> dap 
used by a Syriac author in describing the accession of Julian 
the Apostate. 

From the above it is simply incontestable that our author 
honestly believed that Darius was the sole and independent 
sovereign of the Babylonian empire after its conquest by Cyrus. 
The figure of Darius, a sovereign unknown, outside our author, 
to sacred or profane history, whether the latter be Greek or 
oriental, dominates the thought of our author; for a whole 
chapter, i.e. 6, is devoted to one episode in his life, while, out- 
side that chapter; he is mentioned three times (6! (5%), g!, 114), 
whereas the great historical figure Cyrus, who from 558 to 529 
dominated in growing measure the fortunes of eastern kingdoms, 
alike large and small, is only mentioned twice, i.e, 62°), rol; 
for 17!» appears to be a later addition. But, if outside our 
author Darius is unknown to the O.T., Cyrus is mentioned by 
prophet and historian nineteen times—though the passages in 
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which it occurs are conflicting at times. See Encyc. Bib. i. 
978-982. 

(d) It ts also incontestable that our author believed that a Median 
empire succeeded tmmediately on that of Babylon and preceded the 
Persian empire. Of such a Median sovereignty after the fall of 
Babylon neither Berosus nor any ancient writer oriental or 
Greek knows anything, and recent research has shown that in 
the annals of Nabuna’id and the Cyrus Cylinder, Cyrus is the 
immediate successor of Nabuna’id on the throne of Babylon. 
No more does the O.T. outside Daniel know anything of a 
Median empire after the fall of Babylon. In the post-Exile 
Isaiah 40-48 Cyrus is represented as being expressly called 
to execute the divine judgements on Babylon, to set the Jewish 
captives free, and to restore Jerusalem and the Temple (48415, 
44°, 45"). 

(e) How then did this mythical king and this mythical empire 
gain a footing in listory ? Is it possible to explain this strange 
phenomenon in O.T. history, or rather on O.T. Apocalyptic ? 
It is perfectly easy for those who have made a study of Jewish 
Apocalyptic. Scholars have recognized the fact that O.T. 
prophecy foretold the conquest of Babylon by the Medes 
(lsat on? Jer, 517+”). and have (see Bevan, * p. 109) 
suggested that such prophecies may have given rise to the 
tradition that the Medes had in fact conquered Babylon. But 
what these scholars have failed to see is that this is not one out 
of the many possible explanations, but.that it is the explanation. 
In my Jowett Lectures on Lschatology, 1899, pp. 168 sqq., 
I pointed out that one main source of Apocalyptic was to be 
found in prophecy, or rather indeed in unfulfilled prophecy, and 
developed this principle further in the second edition in 1913, 
pp. 184 sqq. Since study and reflection entered largely into the 
life of the apocalyptist, and his chief studies were confined to 
the sacred books of Israel, it follows that a not unimportant 
element in apocalyptic is that of unfulfilled prophecy. Unful- 
filled prophecy was, as we know, a matter of religious difficulty 
to the prophets themselves as early as the Exile, and so such 
unfulfilled prophecies of the older prophets came to be re-edited 
by the later. The first notable reinterpretation is due to 
Ezekiel. Jeremiah 4-6' had foretold the invasion of Judah by 


Ciillsas1o’e tpi ey Micn 5230 Zephn ge. 
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a mighty people from the north. But this northern foe failed to 
appear. And since inspired prophecy in his view could not 
remain unfulfilled, Ezekiel re-edits this prophecy and adjourns 
its fulfilment, and declares that the host, of whose coming the 
earlier prophets had foretold, was Gog: ‘Thou art he of whom 
I spake by my servants the prophets of Israel, which prophesied 
... for (many) years that I would bring thee against them’! 
(Ezek. 381"). 

In the same work I have shown that the non-fulfilment of 
prophecies as to the date of the Messianic Kingdom was a pre- 
dominant source of apocalyptic. Thus Jeremiah prophesied 
that after seventy years (2511, 29'°) Israel would be restored 
to its own land (24°°) and there enjoy the blessings of the 
Messianic Kingdom under the Messianic King (23°°), but this 
period passed by, and things remained as of old. Ezekiel 
cherished a similar expectation, but this no more than that 
of Jeremiah reached fulfilment. The same theme was dealt 
with afresh by Haggai and Zachariah, but their prophecies no 
more than those of their greater forerunners attained realization. 
In chapter ix of our author we shall return to this theme and 
discuss the fresh reinterpretation by our author of this old 
prophecy of Jeremiah, and recount subsequent attempts of other 
writers. 

In this belief on the part of our author that unfulfilled 
prophecy must yet be fulfilled we have the means of solving the 
otherwise inexplicable problems of chapters 5-6. According to 
the two greatest prophets of the past, Isaiah and Jeremiah, the 
Medes were to overthrow Babylon. This prophecy could not 
be falsified. Hence round these prophecies the thoughts of 
Judah’s seers revolved, till gradually there was evolved a tradi- 
tion resembling no doubt in its main features Dan. 6, but 
assuredly recast by our author to suit the main purpose of his 
work, 

Here we have tlie explanation of the thought underlying the greater 
part of the work of our author, t.e. hts belief that Babylon was 
conquered by the Medes in 538, and that a Median prince became 
king of that great empire. 

So far the solution of the problem holds good. There must 
have been, according to apocalyptic, a Median conquest of Babylon 


1 So LXX and Vulg. which omit the interrogative in this verse. 
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in 538, and following thereon a Median empire. That these were 
as truly historical facts as the most assured events in the past, 
the O.T. seers were convinced, starting from the same axiom as 
Ezekiel and subsequent prophets, the axiom that every prophecy 
of the past was inspired and must therefore be fulfilled. To 
them such a statement was a self-evident proposition. We have 
here, therefore, not free invention but rather logical inferences 
from an unquestioned axiom. The seers may have been long in 
arriving at such conclusions, but sooner or later such conclusions 
under the circumstances were inevitable, and the more so as 
their knowledge of the actual events of history was meagre and 
uncertain. In our author these conclusions have won a place 
in sacred literature. 


(f) But how ts it that Dartus came to be named as the king of 
this Median Empire? Vhere was no oracle of the past that 
foretold not only the conquest of Babylon by the Medes, but 
also the name of the Median prince who led them. Since, 
therefore, ancient prophecy failed to provide the name of this 
prince, these seers had to fall back on the history contained in 
their sacred books and probably in the Behistun Inscription of 
Darius Hystaspes, which was broadcastéd in several languages 
throughout the Persian empire from India to Ethiopia. An 
Aramaic translation of this inscription, belonging to the fifth cen- 
tury B.c., has recently been found far up the Nile in Elephantine 
(see Cowley, Aramaic Papyri, 248 seqq.). In this inscription 
Darius, the son of Hystaspes’, recounts his victories—especially 
over the provinces that had rebelled against him, and amongst 
them he twice reduced Babylon. Here then were both the con- 
queror of Babylon and his name ready at hand. That his date 
(521-495) did not tally with the conquest of Babylon in 538 was 
no real difficulty to men with very elementary ideas of dates and 
chronology in general. That they called this Darius ‘ Darius 
the Mede’ was only a further development of their reconstruction 
of the history of the conquest of Babylon in 538.’ The very 


1 The origin of ‘Darius the Mede’ in Darius Hystaspes was first suggested 
by Marianus Scotus, a Benedictine monk in the eleventh century of our era. 
See Berthold, Dan., p. 844, quoted by Prince, p. 54. 

2 Names are sometimes used loosely in ancient authorities. Thus Tomyris 
queen of the Massagetae (according to Herod. i. 206) in rejecting Cyrus’ 
proposal of marriage addresses him thus : & Baowred Mydwr. 
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acts attributed to this mythical Darius recall the later Darius, 
the son of Hystaspes. 

Thus our author tells us that this Darius set 120 satraps over 
the kngdom, which Josephus (Amt. x. 11. 4) says consisted of 
360 provinces. Herodotus (iii. 89 sqq.) records that Darius, son 
of Hystaspes, divided the kingdom into twenty satrapies, and 
that this was first done under this king. In Esther 1}, 8°; 
Esdras 32; Add. to Esther 21, 5! there are said to have been 
127 provinces. 

The source then of the mame of the mythical Darius appears 
undeniable. This Darius is a reflexion into the past of Darius, 
the son of Hystaspes. In g! of our author this ‘Darius the 
Mede’ is said to have been the son of Ahasuerus (winwnx) men- 
tioned in Ezra 4° and Esther passim. This is the Hebrew form 
of the Persian Khshayarsha, the Greek Xerxes, the Aramaic 
wanwn (see Cowley 51), and wawn (op. crt. 21). But Darius, the 
son of Hystaspes, was the father and not the son of Ahasuerus. 

Finally the author of this myth not knowing any real Median 
names gives two Persian names to his two kings; for not only is 
Ahasuerus of Persian origin, but so also is Darius = Hebrew 
wos, Old Persian Darayava’ush. 

Josephus is fully aware how the accounts in Daniel conflict 
with some non-Jewish authorities as to this Darius. We have 
in an earlier page (109 sqq.) found him identifying Belshazzar 
with his father Nabuna’id in an attempt to reconcile the state- 
ments of Greek-and Oriental historians with conflicting state- 
ments in Daniel. Here again he shuffles; and writes (Av. x. 
11. 4); ‘When Darius with the help of his kinsman Cyrus put 
an end to the hegemony of the Babylonians, he was sixty-two 
years old ... but he was called by another name among the 
Greeks’ (€repov 5€ mapa rois "ENAnow éxadciro dvona). This no doubt 
was Gobryas (Old Pers. Gaubaruva, Bab. Gubara), governor of 
Gutium, whom Cyrus, immediately after the fall of Babylon, 
made viceroy over the province of Babylon. But the father of 
Gobryas, however, was named Mardonius and not Xerxes. 
This Gobryas, or Gubaru, according to the Annalistic Tablet of 
Cyrus appointed governors in Babylon as the mythical Darius 
is said to have done. Shortly after he was superseded, as 
viceroy, by Cambyses, the Persian. That Cambyses is the 
‘other name’ implied by Josephus is hardly worth consideration. 
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With Cambyses the Persian Josephus could not have identified 
‘Darius the Mede’,' though he might have identified him with 
Gobryas, but thought it unnecessary to mention him. 

With Cambyses Josephus deals later on with his succession 
to the throne of Cyrus (Ant, xi. 1. 2). 

Winckler, the learned Assyriologist (KA 7-', p. 287), and those 
who accept his identification of ‘Darius the Mede’ with Cam- 
byses, fail to recognize one of the main contentions of our author, 
and this is that a Median, and not a Persian, became king of 
Babylon immediately after its conquest in 538, and that this 
Median king was the ruler of a Median empire before Cyrus the 
Persian and the Persian empire came into power. It was owing 
to Winckler’s ignorance of one of the essential elements of 
apocalyptic that this blunder of his is due. One of the aims of 
our author is to show that the unfulfilled prophecy of Isaiah 
and Jeremiah, that the Babylonian empire would be overthrown 
by the Medes, was in very deed fulfilled. Hence Cambyses the 
Persian cannot be identified with ‘Darius the Mede’. Some- 
thing might be said for the partial identification of Gobryas with 
this mythical king, as we shall see in the next paragraph. 

(g) The mythical Darius is derived from the blending together of 
historical facts associated with three(?) distinct persons—Dartus, 
son of Hystaspes, Gobryas, and Cambyses(?). Under (/) we have 
shown how to this mythical personage the name of Darius was 
given in the course of tradition. In the same section we have men- 
tioned the fact that Gobryas was made viceroy of: Babylon imme- 
diately after its capture in 5388.c., and that according to the 
Annalistic Tablet of Cyrus he appointed governors in Babylon 
as the mythical Darius is said to have done. The acts of 
Gobryas were thus in the course of tradition transferred to this 
mythical Darius. Again the fact that statements in our author 
which seemingly assign only one year to the reign of the mythical 
Darius over Babylon may(?) be due to the fact (transmitted 


1 Ctesias, it is true, in his Persica (excerpts 2 and 10) relates that Cyrus 
after defeating Astyages and making himself master of Ecbatana, the capital of 
Media, married Amytis, the daughter of Astyages, and that Cambyses was the 
fruit of this marriage. It has been,urged that Cambyses could be called 
a Median on the ground of the nationality of his mother, but his nationality 
would naturally be that of his father, Cyrus the Persian. Further Cyrus’ 
sovereignty over the Medes was not due to a marriage alliance but to conquest 
by force. 

3266 L 
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through tradition) that Cambyses was made king of Babylon for 
only one year during the life of Cyrus, and that the year imme- 
diately following its conquest. 

There is still another feature in this tradition calling for 
treatment. Whether we follow the MT or the LXX, it is clear 
that Darius is conceived as a man in the sixties if not older. 
This feature in the tradition cannot be derived from Darius, son of 
Hystaspes, who after his accession reigned for thirty-six years. 
Nor yet can it be derived from Cambyses, who even when he 
fell by his own hand can hardly have reached the sixties. It 
may, therefore, be derived from Gobryas or Gubaru who is 
mentioned in the Annalistic Tablet of Cyrus as the supreme 
governor in Babylon after Cyrus’ conquest of that city. 


§ 2. Our author's aim in this chapter as distinguished from his 
aim tn chapter 3. 

In 3!-*° the aim of our author was to direct his people how to 
act in their relations to heathen religions and to admonish them 
not to acknowledge or share in their worship, but rather to 
prefer death to apostasy. In this chapter it is his aim to enforce 
the duty of observing ¢hetr own religion. And since during the 
exile this observance could not extend beyond acts of private 
and personal worship, it is just this side of the Jewish religion 
that has to be brought forward here, and it is the necessity of 
emphasizing this side that obliged our author to introduce certain 
unlikely or incredible features into his story, such as the king’s 
issuing such a preposterous edict as that in the text in order to 
render Daniel’s acts of private devotion a capital offence, and 
his failure to consult the chiefest and wisest of his great officers 
before issuing such an edict. These and other such features, 
however, appear no longer unreasonable when they serve to 
manifest Daniel’s faithful observance of his religion im private. 
By such a story or parable our author sought to encourage his 
countrymen, who under the persecution of Antiochus Epiphanes 
were precluded in the main from all acts of public worship, to be 
true to their national faith and hold fast to the life of private 
devotion, even as Daniel had done. 


§ 3. (a) Corruptions of the MT. 
61b-2b (531b—-G1b), See notes zm loc. 
67() 12(11), 1615), In these three passages the MT reads wan, 
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and modern scholars render it in all three passages ‘came 
tumultuously’ and wrongly in all. The LXX, Th., Pesh., and 
Josephus require 1259p in 67, The context also is against 
wann having been originally in the text. In 6!2(11) the MT is 
right and was rightly rendered by the LXX, Th., Pesh., and 
Vulg., as ‘kept watch ’—a meaning attested in Aramaic and late 
Hebrew but not earlier than the 2nd cent.s.c. Daniel’s enemies 
were spying upon him in order to discover him in the act of 
breaking the law. In 6169) this verb is an interpolation. Both 
the LXX and Th. omit it. Furthermore, the context itself makes 
its presence impossible. Daniel’s enemies did not leave the 
king’s presence the entire day, while the king was striving to 
save Daniel. 

6132), For nyo nado poy ow xd (=‘regardeth (?) not thee, 
O king’) we should read yoyo by yow xb =‘obeyeth not thy 
decree’. No ancient authority supports the MT. See notes on 
63012) and 312, 

619(18).. See note zx loc. 

62(24), For YN read 70 and for 107 read 7. See note 
in loc. 

6?9 (28), The Massoretes or a reviser replaced the original 0°77 
=LXX karesrdén) by nbyn, and so framed a conflate text from 
two independent texts. See notes on 64”, 

(6) Interpolations. 

6°), ‘Neither was there any error or fault found in him.’ 
LXX and Th. om. 

68(7), 13(12), “or man’. 

613(12), “Concerning the edict of the king.’ Omitted by LXX, 
Th., and Pesh. 

616(15)|, ‘Came tumultuously to the king and.’ LXX, Th. 
omit. Context against its presence absolutely. 

(c) Dislocations of the text. 

619(18), See note 27 Joc. 

(d@) Omissions. 

61403), ‘Before his God’. So LXX and Th. 

(e) The Massoretes or individual revisers have dealt summarily 
with the original text of this chapter. Thus they appear to have 
introduced wan in 67) instead of jap: to have added it 
against the early versions and the context in 61°('): to have 
conflated two distinct types of text in 6* °. 

ie 
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61(521). Darius the Mede received the kingdom. The origin of 
this mythical personage, Darius the Mede, was due as we have 
shown in the introduction to this chapter (see § I ¢, e) to a funda- 
mental article in the creed of post-Exilic writers—especially 
of apocalyptic writers—that non-fulfilled prophecy must in due 
time be fulfilled : hence the prophecy of the overthrow of Babylon 
by the Medes, as foretold by Isaiah and Jeremiah, is in part 
recounted and everywhere presupposed by our author (see 
Introd. to this chapter, § 1 e). But, since the reinterpreta- 
tion of such unfulfilled prophecies began more than 300 years 
before our author’s time, the rewriting of history in order to 
bring it into accord with such prophecies followed soon and 
inevitably on the heels of this earlier practice, especially when 
the dates of the fulfilment of such prophecies had long expired. 
Since the Medes had lost all their influence centuries before our 
author’s time, the fulfilment of Isaiah and Jeremiah’s prophecies 
with regard to them must, if they were fulfilled at all, have been 
fulfilled in the past. The rewriting of history to authenticate 
these prophecies was naturally in most cases a slow process, 
and, when our author sat down to write, he most probably found 
the myth—as to Darius the Medeand the kingdom of the Medes 
following immediately after that of Babylon—already fully deve- 
loped and at his disposal. The myth is composite and reflects 
features that in part belong to Gobryas, to Cambyses, and to 
Darius Hystaspes, as we have shown in the Introd. to this 
chapter § 1 (g). 

Received the kingdom. The attempt to show that this phrase 
implies an authority delegated to a subordinate prince by a 
supreme prince completely breaks down: see evidence as to its 
real meaning in the Introd. to this chap. § 1 (c). 

tBeing about threescore and two years old. 6%. It pleased 
Dariust. As far back as the eleventh century of our era these 
words have been a source of difficulty to Jewish scholars 
(Rashi, &c.), since they imply that the father of Darius must 
have been a contemporary of Nebuchadnezzar, when he plundered 
the Temple. Besides the mention of the exact age of Darius 1s 
without a parallel in the rest of the book. Further, these words 
do not appear in the LXX, which in their stead reads kat Aapeios 
mypns Tv tpepov kat evdokos év ynpec = VDI WW) JMO) Yad win, 
From this text we might hypothetically explain the MT. Thus 
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3D may have been misunderstood as expressing a number 
(so Behrmann) i.e. 62 and so came to be expanded into 
pnani pnw. This once done, j could easily have been 
changed into »2y, since in Aramaic and Hebrew they are in 
such a connexion synonyms. We have then to suppose that 
the corrector rewrote Wav)... YID wT) as WY Op Tay,? 
modelling his correction on 3°? (4?) where this phrase occurs. 
This is of course quite hypothetical. But if we are to reach 
some explanation, we must apparently begin with the expansion 
of 3D. If such an expansion did take place, the text had 
necessarily to be rewritten. What it was originally must be 
left as an unsolved problem. This, it will be said, is a com- 
plicated explanation of the text: but so is the textual problem. 
Since the difficulties of the Aramaic and Th. are so great I pro- 
pose to follow the LXX instead, though itself uncertain: ‘And 
Darius was full of days (or rather “years’’) and glorious in 
old age’. 

The attempt to explain mdjpns taév tpepav kai evdoéos év ynper as 
a doublet by retroversion into Hebrew is open to manifold 
objections. The evidence for an Aramaic as against a Hebrew 
original is overwhelming. In any case such a solution is not 
open to a scholar who presupposes an Aramaic original. But, 
even if we accepted the hypothesis of a Hebrew original, the 
solution offered is improbable—to most minds incredible. This 
solution is that édogos is a rendering of 732: but the LXX never 
so renders it save in a single doubtful passage in Job 34%: and 
that mAnpns is a rendering of 722 on the ground that the LXX so 
renders it once out of nearly a hundred passages, where its 
rendering is different. 

620), An hundred and twenty satraps. On ‘satraps’ see note 
on 32. Some sort of division of Babylon is recorded on the 
Annalistic Tablet of Cyrus, where it is said that Gubaru, 
governor of Babylon under Cyrus, ‘appointed governors in 
Babylon’. But the division to 20 satrapies of the whole 
empire is attributed to Darius Hystaspes by Herodotus iii, 89 sqq. 
In Esther 1! and 89, 1 Esdras 32, Add. to Esther 21, 3! the number 
of satrapies is increased to 127. But these numbers are in- 


1 In 6? Daniel is said to be évdofos évayts Aapeiov = WNT DIP Ww. This 
appears to be a dittograph of the first clause in 6! MT. YN DIP BY = ‘it 
pleased Darius’. 
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accurate according to the inscriptions of Darius, which ascribe 
his division of his empire successively into 21, 23, and 29 
satrapies. Our text does not literally assert that ‘ Darius the 
Mede’ was the first to institute the 120 satrapies. 

Over them 032 NDY. This phrase does not occur in the Aram. 
Pap. Possibly the Old Aram. would have been nby: cf. Cowley 
swat xby to occurs as an adverb: of. cit., 51° 18, 25°, 487. The 
phrase in our text occurs in the Targ. on Isa. 14™. 

Three presidents. }s270 is generally taken to be a loan-word 
from the Persian sar, head, chief. It is found also in the Targums 
ND1D as a rendering of 16¥, &c. With this triumvirate we might 
compare 5” (note). 

Give account—Nnyd *** 3m, a phrase only here in Biblical 
Aramaic. For this meaning of the noun, cf. Ezra 5°, and for 
a parallel to the whole phrase the Targ. on Prov. 267° xayp °3n', 
though with a different nuance. 

Should have no damage = Pll +++ xb. The Haph‘el of p13 occurs 
three times in Ezra 4!*)°.22; the noun once in Hebrew in Esther 
7* and occasionally in the Targums. The Pa‘el(?) is found in 
the Aram. Pap. (Cowley, 37"): also in Assyrian. 

64°), Was distinguished, i.e. nyind. This word is found in 
Hebrew : also in the Aram. Pap., Beh. 60, exactly in the same 
sense as in our text. See Cowley, p. 254. 

Thought, i.e. MWY. 3rd masc. perf. but according to Néldeke 
part. pass. with an active meaning as in Syriac. In the Ethpa‘el 
it has this meaning: cf. dram. Pap. (Cowley, 307°). This Aramaic 
verb has been adopted in the Hithpa‘el into Hebrew in Jonah 1°. 

"And he prospered in the king’s business which he carried out’. 
I have restored this clause to the text from the LXX, which 
reads kai evodovpevos €y Tais mpayparelas TOU Bacidéws ais empacoe. Since 
the LXX uses ciododv six times out of seven, more or less, as 
a translation of nbs taking the Hebrew and Aramaic together, 
we may safely conclude that etodovpevos is here a rendering of 
nbyn (or Hebrew myn). For the rendering in this word by 
evodovv in the Aramaic passages, cf. Ezra 58 and in the Hebrew of 
Daniel in 8! 74,25, 1127, 8%, Th., on the other hand, renders the 
Aramaic nbyn by xarevdivew in 3°°, 628, and, similarly, the Hebrew 
myn in 842, 172738, Only in 8!2 has Th. been influenced by 
the LXX and rendered it by ed34;, From this investigation it 
follows that edodovuevos in the LXX here is a rendering of nbyn. 
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From this verse, where its occurrence is justified in every 
respect, it was borrowed by an early reviser of the text, whose 
revision is here at all events represented by Th., and who 
transferred it to 67° where he replaced by it the original verb 
o'pn. Thus not only has a false text been established in 629 (28) 
but a conflate type of text introduced thereby. 62° should repre- 
sent the king’s realization of his intention which is expressed in 6+. 
See next note. 

Thought to set him over the whole realm. The text is doubtful. 
At all events there are two readings. The above text is supported 
by the LXX, Pesh., and Vulg. Only Th. is opposed to it with 
the reading xaréornoev airdv, At first sight this seems to be a 
simple error for ¢Bovdetcato katagrioa airoy émi mdons tis BaovdeLas 
avrod (LXX and other Versions as well as the Aram.). But 
a further study of the entire chapter—especially 64 29 (6% 28) 
reveals the fact that either the LX X as a whole is right, or Th. 
as a whole is right, and that the MT (with Pesh. and Vulg.) is 
a confused medley of the two types of text. (1) First of all the 
LXX in 6¢ records that the king ‘thought to set Daniel over the 
whole realm’, and repeating this clause in 64 (dre d€ ¢Bovdedoaro 
6 Baoieds Kataoricat Tov Aavipr éni rdons THs Bacwrelas ad’tod) dwells on the 
fact that this intention of the king was due to Daniel’s successful 
dispatch of the king’s business and at the same time brought 
about a plot against Daniel. Then, when we pass on to 6?9(?8) 
after the plot was defeated and Daniel’s enemies destroyed, we 
read as we should expect: kai Aavupd xateorabn emi tis Bacwdreias 
Aapetov. Here the LXX stands alone against Th. (and the rest) 
which reads kai Aavuj\ karevOuvey ev 1H Baoieia Aapeiov, (2) The 
second consistent type of text is thatof Th. Instead of eBovdevcaro 
kataotioa (LXX = MT, Pesh., Vulg.), Th. reads xaréornoev. 
Here the king’s intention is represented as an accomplished fact. 
In 698) it therefore consistently records that after the plot was 
defeated ‘Daniel prospered in the reign of Darius’ (see the text 
above). (3) Passing from these two consistent types of text we 
come to the third—that of the MT followed by the Pesh. and 
Vulg. Here, it is stated in 64) that the king ‘intended to set 
Daniel over the whole realm’, and accordingly we expect to find 
after the shipwreck of the conspiracy, a clause in 6” to the effect 
that the king did carry out his intention and set Daniel over the 
kingdom as in the LXX, but we find no such clause but only 
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this rather colourless statement that ‘Daniel prospered in the 
reign of Darius’, a statement which is in itself a conflation of a 
clause in 6? of the LXX though differently worded kai edodovpevos 
€y Tats mpaypateiats TOU Baotdéas ats érpacoe (33YF soby nvaya nbym—) 
and the original text in 678 wy7 mabn by ovpn yes. The reviser 
has borrowed nbyn from this clause in the original Aramaic 
behind the LX X of 6*@) and replaced npn in 67°() by it. In 64 
the clause restored from the LXX is given as one of the reasons 
for the king’s determination to set Daniel above all the rest. 
62928) represents the king as carrying this determination into effect. 

From the above facts it follows that we must adopt either (1) 
or (2). Since, however, the documentary evidence for (1) is so 
strong and since Th. not only stands alone but has the appearance 
of being a late emendation, we must adopt (1) and accordingly 
in 62928) read kai Aamir Karectdbn emi tis Bactdetas Aapeiov 1,e. INI) 
wiry map Oy DPT instead of ww madna nbyn an dye. 

An excellent spirit. Cf. 5). 

654), Find... against Daniel. "xb anzwnb. For this meaning 
of 5, cf. Cowley 272 }> nanws (xd) San» aytm = ‘ nothing disloyal 
was found against us’. In the next verse we find by in the same 
construction. 

Fault. ice. anne. Cf. 2°. Faithful, i.e. pom. See 2”. 
Error, i.e. bw. See 3% 

[ Netther was there any error or fault found in him). Since both . 
the LX X and Th. omit these words, I have with Behrmann rele- 
gated them toa foot-noteasa marginal gloss on thepreceding words. 

6°©), Shall... find any occasion. Here nbdy is to be under- 
stood—after Nonavn. 

Except, i. e. in. The perfect (372%) here and in 7?” only in 
Biblical Aramaic has the sense of a future just as after ON °D in 
Hebrew: cf. Gen. 327°, 

Law. Hereas in Ezra 7)*14 sa. NI denotes the Jewish religion 
at the period when law constituted the chief element in religion. 

6"), Drew near to. So the LXX mpoojdOocav!, Th. rapéornoay 
‘presented themselves’; but Hippolytus who follows Th. reads 
mpoonOov; Pesh. asi0. These two or rather three versions 
imply *3>? and not warn in the text. The Vulg. surripuerunt 


1 AP is rendered by the LXX by mpocépyecOau in 3% 76, 716, and by Th. in 
3° 26, 615, 716; by eyyiCew by the LXX (Syr. mg.) in 76, and by Th. in 624. Once 
elsewhere the LXX renders it by évrvyxdvew 6'8, and Th. by mpoodyeo@a 718. 
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which is either corrupt or an alternative form! for surrepse- 
‘runt supports 1219p; though it describes the approach of the 
nobles to the king as furtive and underground, in order to 
ensnare him into their conspiracy against Daniel. Jerome 
approves of the rendering : ‘ pulchre dixit surripuerunt (i. e. surre- 
pserunt). Non enim hoc locuti sunt quod agere cogitabant, sed 
per honorem regis, inimico moliuntur insidias.’ Jos. (Avi. x. 
II. 5) supports the LXX mpos tov Aapeiov €dOdvres amjyyethoy ado. 

Thus no version or other authority from the second century 
B.c. to the fourth a.D. supports wn in this passage in any 
sense that can be assigned to it. The context is also against it. 
Hence we reject it as a late introduction into the Aramaic text 
by some Jewish scribe or reviser in the place of the original 
word }3"). 

But warn recurs in 6!2(1),1605), where it cannot be translated as 
‘came tumultuously’ with the main body of scholars, nor as 
‘assembled’? with the R.V.—which last meaning does not 
appear to belong to the verb in any case. Here the context is 
against this meaning ‘to come tumultuously’, and may be 
accordingly disregarded. The courtiers have succeeded in 
getting a law enacted against Daniel. Their next object is 
obviously to discover Daniel in the act of breaking this law. 
What sane writer, let us ask, would in such a case represent 
them as ‘coming tumultuously’* to Daniel’s house in order to 
detect Daniel in the act of transgressing the law? Thus the context 
itself exposes the absurdity of this rendering. But not only does 
the context come to our help, but also the versions. The latter 
attach the meaning of ‘to keep watch upon’, ‘to spy upon’ to 
wian, Thus the LXX reads érnpycav, Th. aapernpnoav, Pesh. 
0:4 (= Th.), Vulg. ‘curiosius inquirentes’. Now this meaning 
of winn is actually found in the Jer. Targ. on Exod, 2° pPwan 
nby = ‘ watched her ’, ‘ perceived her’: Nidda 13”; Shabb. raga, 
Aph‘el wars ‘he observed’. Cf. also late Hebrew in Meg. 156 
win ‘will observe’: Shabb. 134: Ned. 13a. This is a common 

1 Cf, Plautus, Mz/. 2. 3. 62, where the converse change is found i.e. surrepsit 
for surripuerit. 

2 I can find no authority for the meaning ‘assembled’, assigned to this word 


inthe R.V. The word has two established meanings, the later of which only 


is found in 61201), the other meaning not occurring. 
3 In the Targ. on Ruth 1° this meaning is found 8N7p ‘3n' b5 WAS 


mndy ‘ All the inhabitants of the city were stirred up about them’. 
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meaning of the word in Syriac, and also in Mishnaic Hebrew: 
cf. J. Tal. Ber. v. ga. Erub. i. 19>. It is implied also in Jose- 
phus, Ant. x. 11.6: dca rap gvdakiy Kai Scatipnow. Hence I have 
rendered the text in 62) ‘Then these men kept watch and found 
Daniel’. 

In Aram. Pap. (Cowley, Ah. 29) we have win’ sv ‘will be 
greatly enraged’, where the verb may be in the Haph‘el so far 
as the form goes. In Hebrew it occurs in Ps. 2? win = ‘are 
enraged’, or ‘are ina tumult’. Thus, the meaning of 1w297 in 
612011) = ‘kept watch’ is not attested earlier than the date of our 
text, whereas the other meaning is attested in the fifth cent. B.c. 

There remains now the third passage, i.e. 615). Here both 
the LXX and Th. omit winn. The Vulg., however, reads 
‘intelligentes’, which implies this reading, while the Pesh. gives 
the other meaning on.3/ = tumultuati sunt. The latter meaning 
is in part suitable to the context. The enemies of Daniel have 
secured evidence of his breach of the law, and this breach must 
lead to his destruction. 

But there is a difficulty. Th. omits’ the words ‘came tumul- 
tuously to the king and’. The LXX differs throughout in 
details, but it and Jos., Ant. x. 11. 6, presuppose the presence of 
the satraps and presidents throughout the whole interview, 64—». 
The omission in Th., to which we have just referred, involves 
the same presupposition. Furthermore even 61°@*) of the MT 
cannot be interpreted apart from this presupposition; for it 
implies the presence and active exertions of Daniel’s adversaries 
throughout the entire day. This being so, 6'°@) cannot begin 
‘Then those men came tumultuously to the king and said’. In 
fact neither possible meaning of this verb is admissible in this 
context. Hence I have excised the clause ‘came tumultuously 
unto the king and’ as an interpolation, which has no support 
before the fourth century A. D., and is also against the context. 

Said before him. Thus with the LXX cizav evavrioy rod Baciéas 
we must emend md POS into MIP Prox. When subjects 
address the king the idiom always (twenty-three times) is as 
I have emended, save in 61°(!5), where the adversaries of Daniel are 
deliberately rude to Darius, and in 2% where our author having 
used D7p in the clause immediately preceding does not repeat 


1 A few MSS. of this version add as in Aramaic rapernpijcavro ént roy BaciAéa 
F 
Kal, 
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it after oN. In 3° ‘said to Nebuchadnezzar’ "395 p X, the 
text is corrupt. See § 20. w. 

68, All the presidents. Is this misrepresentation made delibe- 
rately in order to lead the king to believe that Daniel had taken 
part in this appeal to the king? But according to the LXX 64 
only the two colleagues of Daniel conspire against him; for 
according to 6°(LXX) the fact that they are specially mentioned 
as being put under Daniel made them naturally hostile to Daniel. 
Accordingly in 67°) it is only these two men that are cast into the 
den of lions. This is a much more reasonable form of the story, 
but Josephus (Azz. x. 11. 6) here follows our text. 

The deputies and satraps. See note on 3°. 

That the king should establish a statute. So Rosenmiiller, 
Hitzig, Marti, and others (following the MT punctuation). This 
the king does in 61°), sabm stands at the end, as Marti ob- 
serves, in order not to separate o'p amps, which corresponds to 
sox napnd. Compare a similar construction in Hebrew in 
Isa. 5*4, 201, &c., where the object follows immediately after the 
infinitive and then the nominative of the subject. Another ren- 
dering is ‘to establish a royal statute’. So Th. orfjoa ordoe 
Baowuxy, This rendering is supported by Ewald, Bevan, Behr- 
mann, and others: cf. 612 xabp px ‘the king’s interdict’. But 
this second rendering ignores the emphatic xadp, whereas we 
have the emphatic form in 61%, 

Make a strong interdict. »pn occurs in Hebrew, Job 14”°, 15%4, 
Eccles. 417, as a loan-word from Aramaic. “PN is practically the 
same word as the Hebrew 758 in Num. 30*4, &c. 

Any god. Aramaic adds here ‘or man’. But since 392 can 
be used not only of prayer but of any sort of petition, the state- 
ment that no man should be allowed for thirty days to make 
a single request of any of his neighbours is too extravagant to 
be taken seriously. The text is concerned only with prayer 
directed toa god. This does not include requests directed to 
the king, who was regarded as a demi-god. Moreover Daniel’s 
enemies admit that they can find no occasion against him save 
in respect to his worship of hisGod. Finally we remark that the 
LXX and Josephus omit this phrase. The text ofthe LXX thus 
flatters Darius by implicitly ranking him with the gods. Antiochus 
Epiphanes regarded himselfas agod. Josephus (Avi. x. 11. 5), 
however, states that the decree forbade requests to the king. 
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Den of lions. The Assyrian and Persian kings kept lions in 
enclosures for hunting purposes. But 6'8(!7) where the mouth of 
the 33 is said to be covered by a stone, and the stone, sealed 
with the signet of the king and of his lords, suggests that the 
writer is here thinking not of a fenced-in enclosure but of a pit 
which is its proper meaning: cf. Targ. on Gen. 37”, Jer. 38°”, 
where it is a rendering of 13. But in such pits animals could 
not have lived save for a very short time. The tradition which 
our author was using probably contained no definite conception 
of the ‘den’ or ‘ pit’ in question. 

Lions, SENS, pl. of xya8 ‘exactly agrees with the Syriac form 
as vocalized by the East Syrians (Nestorians) ; the West Syrians 
pronounce aryawdthé with short @ in the second syllable’ 
(Bevan). The former punctuates + for = before a vav: cf. 
NOD 7° from NDP. 

69(8), Establish the interdict and sign the writing. Here two 
distinct actions are mentioned. First the king gives his sanction 
to the interdict: next the interdict is issued in written form with 
the royal signature. In 61°) ‘the writing and the interdict’ 
means the writing which contains the interdict; cf. Jer. 3677 
(‘the roll and the words’, i.e. the roll which contained the 
words). 

That it be not changed. On the construction sswnd x5 see 
Introd., § 20. ¢. 

Which altereth not. Cf. Esther 1}, 8°. 

61419), Now his windows, &c. This clause is parenthetical. 
Literally it runs: ‘now he had in his chamber windows open- 
ing’. M2 pl. of 713: Targ. 83 (emphatic state). The windows 
were of the nature of lattices: cf. Prov. 7°: 2 Kings 12, opposed 
to closed windows Ezek. 417°. 

His chamber, i.e. 739 = Heb. my —a roof-chamber: see 
Enc. Bib. 1. 509. Cf. LX X and Th, imepoov. This chamber was 
constructed on the flat roof of the house: cf. Acts 10° émt 76 Sépa, 
Such a chamber was specially used for prayer, mourning, and acts 
of devotion: cf. Isa. 221, Ps. 1028, Acts 10°, Judith 8°. It was 
such a chamber (735y) that was built on the roof for Elisha by the 
Shunammite, 2 Kings 41°. But this latticed chamber may have 
been over the gateway : see Enc. Bib, 11. 2131, or rather ‘a room 
attached to the wall by a separate stair’ as the Press Reader 
suggests. 
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Toward Jerusalem. The custom of turning to Jerusalem 
became usual, no doubt, from the Exile onwards. Cf. Tob. 34, 
1 Esdras 45%. The practice is referred to in the Mishnah— 
Berakh. iv. 5, 6. Authority for turning to Jerusalem was to be 
found in 1 Kings 8*, towards the Temple in 8848, Cf, Ezek. 
Set, (sis ean, “See schiirer, G/V. ii. 455: 

Was wont to kneel, i.e. 12 81. So Baer, Bevan, Marti, &c., 
with eleven manuscripts. But most manuscripts read 772 817, 
Cf. 1 Kings 84, Ezra 9°—the posture for prayer, but it was 
usual later to stand when praying: cf. Matt. 6°, Mark 11%, 
Puke 18", Berakh, v.. 1: 

Three times a day. Cf. Ps. 5517, ‘at evening and at morning 
and at noonday’: 2 Enoch 514. In later times the hours of 
prayer were not, as it has been wrongly inferred from Acts 2”, 
31, 10%, the third, sixth, and ninth hours of the day, but the 
three actual hours of prayer were (1) the early morning at the 
time of the morning offering any nban ; (2) in the afternoon— 
the ninth hour (our 3 p.m.) at the time of the evening meal 
offering nyo nbn; cf. 9%!: (3) in the evening at sunset nban 
Jipicrcinberakh ii. so civexs SeesSchtrer, G/ VS tiz293. Yet 
in r Chron. 23°° only morning and evening prayer are prescribed. 
See Jewish Encyc. x. 164 sqq. 

Prayed and gave thanks. On wbsn cf. Cowley 30: on x79 
see 27° of our text. 

Before his God. On our author’s use of D7) see note on 6%) ; 
and Introd., § 20. w. 

As he did aforetime. This can also be translated ‘forasmuch 
as he had been wont to do aforetime’. The king’s interdict did 
not affect the fulfilment of Daniel’s religious duties. 

61201), Kept watch. ‘That this is the right translation of wwann 
here, see the evidence given in the note on 67%). This is the 
later meaning of this verb. Its earlier meaning is inadmissible 
in this context. 

613(12)—18(17), The adversaries of Daniel arraign him before the 
king for his breach of the royal interdict. Notwithstanding the 
reluctance of the king, he is obliged in accordance with the law 
to condemn Daniel to the den of lions. The text clearly implies 
that the struggle between the king and the adversaries of Daniel 
continued without break throughout the entire day. ‘There is no 
withdrawal of the latter from the palace after they have made 
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their charge and no subsequent return as the corrupt text of the 
MT represents. These six verses represent @ single scene in 
the drama of this narrative. 

63312), Concerning the king’s interdict ; hast thou not. This 
text is very doubtful. The LXX reads simply ‘ Darius 
(> Th.) O king hast thou not’. Th. ‘O king’: the Pesh. 
‘O king live for ever: hast thou not?’ Only the Vulg. sup- 
ports the words but not their connexion: super edicto: Rex, 
numquid non. We should best read with the LXX, ‘ Darius 
O king, hast thou not’. The order of the words ‘ Darius the 
king’ is the older one: see Introd., § 20. dd. 

Any god. Here as in 6°“) the Aramaic wrongly interpolates 
‘or man’. LXX omits. See note on 6%"), 

614 (13), Hearkeneth not, O king, to thy decree. In the note on 
312 I have dealt with this corrupt passage and shown that for the 
corrupt MT oyprxadn>5yowxd = (‘regardeth not thee, O king’ ?) 
we should read qnyndyne'nd ‘hearkeneth not to thy decree’. Since 
the LXX omits this clause, and Th. and Vulg. omit adn, and 
and none of these authorities recognizes the MT, we must mark 
it as corrupt and read as above suggested. The Pesh. pursues 
a different course in each passage, but agrees with no other 
authority. Josephus, At. x. 11. 6, twice supports the above 
restoration. Thus he states that the nobles accused Daniel of 
being ‘the only person that transgressed the decrees’: sapa- 
Baivovros pdévov tov Aavinhov ra mpooreraypéeva, and again in the next 
clause karappovnoavtt tay ékeivov tpoorayudrey. All the other subjects 
of the king took care 1a mpooteraypéva pu) mapaBqvat. 

In the Biblical Aramaic only the Hithpa‘el 727 pyrny is used 
in the sense of obeying. But the evidence of the Greek versions 
gces to prove that the Pe‘al of yw had also this meaning. In 
Hebrew ynw is followed by by 2 Kings 22!8, &c., or 5 1 Sam. 87, 
&c., with a noun = ‘to obey’. 

"Before his God.' We should with the LXX Sedpevoy tod mpoo- 
omov tod Oeod aitéd and Th. aire? mapa rod Geod adrod ra airhata adrod 
restore AIDS DIP. The words, ‘before his God’, are important 
here. Daniel is accused—not of making vague but of making 
definite petitions to his God in direct contravention of the law. 
Now since in 61419,101) this phrase is found in thisconnexion, 
and since the LXX and Th. support this full form of the text, 
we have restored it as above. 
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6145(14), Was sore displeased, i. e. by wxi xiw = Hebrew yyr 
nbysa myn xb: cf. Neh. 2°, Jon. 41 (6x yyn). For the expression 
of the opposite emotion see 64(24) note. 

Set his heart. Were only in Biblical Aramaic is D3 found 
meaning ‘heart’. But it occurs in the Avram. Pap. (Cowley, 
Ah. 97) and in the later Syriac and Palestinian Aramaic. In 
Hebrew cf. 35 ow in 1 Sam. 9°, where it has the same meaning 
as the phrase in our text. 

Till the going down of the sun, SviDrw “Dyn IY is the exact equi- 
valent of the Hebrew wown nya tp. 

616 (15), These men. The MT adds an impossible clause here— 
‘came tumultuously unto the king’. For the grounds on which 
I have excised this clause see note on 67 (), 

Said unto the king, i.e. 8255 paw. This phrase expresses the 
discourteous attitude of the courtiers to the king. See note on 
67(), At the beginning of the interview, which lasted all day, 
their attitude was different : see 6!) ‘ said before the king’. See 
Motes.on' 27°; 3°, 

Know, O king, &c. This is a very discourteous reminder to 
the king that he is bound by his own law, which has the tradition 
of the past behind it. 

No interdict... may be changed. On the idiom sowmd xd see 
Introd., § 20. 4. 

61708), Continually. “701 is used in the Targums without the 
3 in the same sense. Also we find xin nby = ‘the daily sacri- 
fice’ the equivalent of the Hebrew 7n. 

61807), Was brought—n\0}. Passive perfect Haph‘el—in 
realitya Hoph‘al. See 3}° note. 

Laid upon. now is abnormal, and should with Kautzsch 
(§ 45. 1 d), Kamphausen, Bevan, &c., be punctuated no’. 

Signets. NPY pl. construct according to the best manuscripts 
with Baer and with the LX X. But inferior manuscripts and Th. 
have the singular. 

Nothing. 3338 ++- x? This word, which originally meant 
‘purpose’, is here used in the sense of ‘thing’—a sense in 
which it is current in Syriac and also in the Palmyrene Aramaic. 
For similar weakenings in the significance of words cf. xnbxw 
414 (17)(?): in Hebrew 75" Eccles. 31, 5’. In the Avam. Pap. 
(Cowley 157529, and frequently) the verb °2¥ occurs in the full 
sense of ‘to wish’. 
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61918), Fasting. M0 is taken to be a feminine noun in the abso- 
lute state used adverbially. It occurs in Syriac. 

Neither were tinstruments of musict. The meaning of the text 
here.is uncertain. It is also most probably corrupt. The 
meaning of }\7 here rendered ‘instruments of music’ is really 
unknown. Th. renders it by édécpara (as also the Pesh.): Ibn 
Ezra, ‘instruments of music’: Saadi, ‘dancing girls’: Berthold 
and others ‘concubines’. It is perhaps best with Bevan, Marti, 
and Prince to emend the word into wn) = ‘concubines’: cf. 
523.28, These were usually present in oriental courts. 

But the entire text may be corrupt. When the Aramaic text 
(followed by Th., Syr., and Vulg.) states that ‘the king passed 
the night fasting’ and that ‘neither were dachavan brought to 
him, and his sleep fled from him’, the text is inconsistent with 
itself. Surely if a man passes the night fasting, it follows as 
a matter of course that he was awake throughout the night. 
It would be absurd to say that a man who slept throughout the 


night spent the night in fasting. Hence the clause ‘and his . 


sleep fled from him’ is either an interpolation, or it should precede 
the clause ‘and passed the night fasting’. In the latter case we 
should have the natural order of events and language: the king 
spent a sleepless night, but he had no recourse to food or women. 
But against this restoration of the text we have the MT, Th., 
Pesh., Vulg. On the other hand the LXX omits this disturbing 
clause and reads niAirén vijotis Kai jv KuToUpEvos Tept Tod Aan. 
Josephus (Ant. x. 11. 6) was clearly acquainted with both texts 
since he combines them together: & éAns & dowros rijs vuerds Kai 
dumvos dujyev &yovidv wept tod Aavmdrov. The last four words here 
are a reproduction of the last four in the LXX. We have, 
therefore, to choose between the two forms of text of which 
these are renderings : 


LXX. - MT with the final clause re- 
. stored to its right place. 


‘Then the king went to his ‘(a) Then the king went to 
palace, and he kept grieving his palace, and (d) his sleep fled 
about Daniel.’ from him, (4) and he passed the 

night in fasting, (c) and dancing 
girls were not brought before 
him.’ 
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And his sleep fled from him. Cf. 2! for the same clause in 
Hebrew. Baer reads 703”, Ginsburg AM. smby is not used 
here for »mbyn, but constitutes the dative of disadvantage as in 
2): ‘his sleep fled upon him’, i.e. to his hurt. 

67120), When he drew near, i. e.727}23. 3 is here used of a point 
of time. D is used with the infinitive in the same way in the 
Aram. Pap. (Cowley, Beh. 8. 12) nynmb=‘when he arrived’. 
Is this latter use correct Aramaic? Since it is a Hebrew idiom 
(cf. Isa. 7! ynyt> = ‘when he knoweth’: 2 Sam. 18%, Gen. 2483, 
it may be a true Aramaism. Th. omits ‘to Daniel’ and ‘the 
king spake and said to Daniel’. 

The living God. Cf. Deut. 576, Josh. 31°, 1 Sam. 1778, &c. 

67221), Spake Daniel unto the king. Here the Aram. is OY 
550 x25p — the Hebrew by 727. Generally oy with pers. follows 
bb» in the Targums and Syriac. It is followed by 5y c. pers. in 
the Aram. Pap. (Cowley 692). The rule relating to 5 -px and 
D1p 128 does not hold in the case of this verb. See note on 3°. 

64 (23), Was. . . exceeding glad. Contrast this phrase with 
smby wea xw in 6504), The phrase used in the Aram. Pap., 
equivalent to that in our text, is 225 2» (Cowley 2°, 145, 15", &c.). 
‘The perfect 38D seems’, as Bevan remarks, ‘to have been 
formed on the analogy of wx3, since in the former word the x 
does not properly belong to the root’. In the Avam. Pap., 
though of frequent occurrence, the form is either 2 or 30: in 
Hebrew 210. See also Cooke 653. 

Should take up. WHaph. inf. 7?020 for P27, where the x is 
assimilated. Cf. ndyon 4°), In 3” we have 3PB7 : in 674 @3) pdt the 
Hoph‘al as though from a form pp). See Bauer-Leander § 43, a-h. 

6” (24). The destruction of Daniel’s enemies with their children 
and wives in conformity with the primitive conception of the 
solidarity of the family: cf. Josh. 774~%: 2 Sam. 215-9. Note 
the reaction against this rough method of justice in Deut. 241%, 
erates. 

+They cast themt. Seeing that the LXX (atroi.. . éppipyoar), 
Jos. Ant. x. 11. 6 BAnOjva, Th. (€8A7Oncav adroi), and the Vulg. 
(‘missi sunt’) agree in taking the Aramaic here as a passive, 
we should no doubt emend %27 into 127 = they were cast. BX, 
moreover, which the MT represents as an accusative = airois, 
is not found either in Ezra or elsewhere in Daniel in the accusa- 
tive, and should accordingly be taken as the subject of the 

3266 M 
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verb = airof. As Marti suggests, for '% we should read the 
passive 0%. This suggestion, though Marti did not observe it, 
has the support of the Vulg. adduct sunt. Thus we should 
render ‘and those men were brought and were cast... they, ~ 
their children and their wives’. 

Thetr children and their wives. So MT and Th. But the 
LXX, Pesh., and Vulg. give the reverse order, and perhaps 
rightly in accordance with the O.T. usage—over seven times out 
of ten. The MT order is Greek. 

Had the mastery of them. Another rendering of wow is ‘fell 
upon them’, which is the meaning more in keeping with the 
context. This meaning belongs to 3 bow in the Targ. on Judges 
821, 1512; 2Sam. 115; 1 Sam. 221718, as a rendering of the 
Hebrew yp. It occurs in other Targums with the same 
meaning. 

Or ever, &c., lit. ‘they did not come to the bottom of the 
den until’ (4 5). So t ty in Aram. Pap. (Cowley 307’, Ah 
52. 95). 

676-29, Just as at the close of chapter 3 Nebuchadnezzar 
issues a decree forbidding any people, nation, or language to 
speak against the God of Shadrach, Meshach, and Abednego, 
for that no other god could be set beside Him, and at the close 
of 4 (through a necessary transposition of the text) makes a 
proclamation to all the peoples of the world to the effect that 
His power has been manifested in signs and wonders, and that 
His kingdom is unto everlasting, so here Darius! issues a further 
decree requiring all men that dwell upon the earth to worship 
the God of Daniel, in that He is the living and eternal God, and 
His sovereignty one that endureth for ever. This edict is ex- 
pressed in terms and phrases already used by our author : cf. 244, 
guises (at); Bis 

676 (25), Peoples, nations, and languages. Cf. 3% and 3°}, 
which latter forms the conclusion of 4. 

Dwell, On pst see 28, n. 321, 

677 (26), I make a decree. Cf. 3”. 


} With the words of this decree of Darius: ‘King Darius... unto all the 
peoples, nations, and languages that dwell on the earth’ we might compare 
the following expressions in the Susian or Elamite version of the Behistun 
Inscription of Darius Hystaspes: ‘ By the grace of Auramazda I made inscrip- 
tions . ,. and sent those inscriptions into all lands’. See Cowley, p. 248 sq. 
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Tremble and fear. The same words are used of the relation 
of the subjects of Nebuchadnezzar to their king. Just as 
Nebuchadnezzar was supreme in all matters affecting the lives 
of his subjects, so the God of Daniel was to be regarded as the 
Supreme Being alike in heaven and earth. It is not unnatural 
that the essential character of the historical incidents recorded 
in the preceding chapters is here at their close set forth in 
verse. 

Steadfast, i.e. D2. In the Targums it is used often as a ren- 
dering of °D ‘living’; cf. Joshua 31°; and in the phrase op 
"» xin ‘as Yahweh liveth’, Judges 81°, 

His kingdom. ° Cf. 2, 333, 451, 71427, Before xb we must 
understand 329%! 

Unto everlasting, i.e. SDD “y, literally ‘unto the end’, but 
essentially means ‘for ever’. Cf. 779. 

6327), He delivereth and rescueth: and not any earthly prince. 
CE ont, 29. 

Signs and wonders. Cf. 337,35 (42°). 

From the power, &c. This expression (NNN 7%) recalls 
1 Sam. 17°", ‘from the paw of the lion’. 

629 (28>). So Daniel was set over the kingdom of Darius. Thus 
Darius succeeded in realizing the purpose expressed in 64(), 
That this was the original text I have sought to prove in the 
note on 64), In that note I have given the text of the LXX, of 
which the above is a rendering. I have there shown the defec- 
tiveness of the MT text, which, instead of the above clause 
reads: ‘So that Daniel prospered in the reign of Darius’ 
Here the MT is conflated from two clauses, one in 6() and 
the other in 62925), i.e. Tay 7 xado maya ndym and by opm 
wat mabdn. 

629 (28a), ' dnd King Darius was gathered to his people.’ This 
clause, which I have restored from the LXX, is wrongly set at 
the beginning of the verse in that version. 

"And Cyrus the Persian received his kingdom.’ So the LXX, 
The revised text first appears in Th., and then in the MT, 
Pesh., and Vulg. The LXX presupposes the following Aramaic 
original—w1> mayd WIDNN WNT NIbOY KANT MDD OY OT OMIT 
nmaby Sap sone, 

M 2 
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SECTIONS VII-X. THE VISIONS OF DANIEL. 
CHAPTERS 7-12 


SECTION VII 


i.e. Chapter 7, being a Vision of Daniel in the first year 
of the reign of Belshazzar. 


§ 1 The MT is interpolated, defective, and corrupt, but can 
be corrected in almost every passage by means of the versions 
and in a few by the imperative demands of its own context. 

(a) Inierpolations. In 7} ‘he told’ (7x) must be rejected with 
the LXX and Th. Daniel does not first write down and then 
tell his visions. See note 7 /oc. 

In 72 ‘ Daniel answered and said’ is to be excised as an inter- 
polation with LXX, Th., and Vulg. 

In 7° ‘a second’ is to be excised with LXX and Vulg. 

In 7/° ‘and went forth’ (p51) is to be excised as a marginal 
explanation of 732, which apparently occurs here for the first 
time in literature. The LXX and Th. have only one verb: but 
the MT, Pesh., and Vulg. are conflate and have two. 

In 7!! the second ‘I beheld’ is to be excised with LX X and 
Th. against MT, Pesh., and Vulg. 

In 7!® ‘For ever and’ is to be excised with LXX and Th. 
against MT, Pesh., and Vulg. 

(6) Omrsstons. The MT is defective. It omits ‘beast’ in 76 
against LXX, Th., Pesh. At the close of 7° we should restore 
‘and he made war with the saints’ with LXX and the like 
statements in 771, and a parallel one in 7%. In 7° for ‘the 
ancient of days’ we must in conformity with the custom of 
Apocalyptic in such matters emend this irreverent and impossible 
designation of God into ‘(one like) an ancient of days’: i.e. 
pyny(3). There is no version or other documentary evidence in 
support of this restoration, but none the less it should be made. 
See note 7 Joc. Finally in 7? for ‘judgement was given’ we 
should with Ewald, and other scholars, &c. read ‘judgement (was 
set and dominion) was given’. There is no authority for this 
emendation but the requirements of the context. 

(c) Corruptions. Some of these corruptions are very serious 
and mislead the reader of the text on important questions : 
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others are only important from the standpoint of a correct text 
and do not essentially affect its sense. I shall enumerate them 
in the order of their occurrence. The evidence bearing on these 
corruptions is given in adequate fulness in the notes. 

In 7? for ‘in my vision in (ny) the night’ we should with 
LXX, Th., and Pesh. read ‘in my visions of the night’. 

In 7°, by the wrong (probably accidental) transposition of the 
word ‘white’ (4) from its right place at the close of the stichos 
to the third place, we arrive at the corrupt text ‘His raiment 
was white as snow and the hair of his head like spotless wool’. 
This rendering based on the Massoretic accentuation is now 
abandoned by most scholars, who render the second clause 
‘was spotless as wool’ in accordance with Th. (Pesh. and Vulg.). 
But the sense is wholly unsatisfactory. Wool is not of necessity 
either ‘spotless’ or ‘white’. Hence we should with the LXX 
restore ‘white’ to the close of the clause. Thus we recover the 
original text and a wholly satisfactory meaning: ‘His raiment 
was as snow, and the hair of his head was spotless as white 
snow’. Cf. 1 Enoch 46}, Rev. 114. 

In 7° the MT ‘with (ay) the clouds of heaven’ appears 
corrupt for ‘on (5y) the clouds of heaven’. So LXX and Pesh. 
The clouds are the chariot of the supernatural figure and not his 
companions, just as they form the chariot of God in Ps. 104°. 
There is no evidence for the existence of this unsatisfactory text 
of the MT before the beginning of the Christian era. Unhappily 
both the corrupt text has found its way into the N.T. as well as 
the original. See note 7 loc. 

In 7° I have rendered ‘therewith’ in accordance with the 
LXX and Vulg. i.e. 433 133 which was subsequently corrupted 
into 7399 332 which is rendered ‘in the midst of the sheath’ or 
‘its sheath’ by a change of vocalization. As Marti observes, 
this is unintelligible. See my note 7” /oc for the emendation 
I have made, which is supported by earlier and later Aramaic 

_usage. 

77, In this same verse we have the most disastrous cor- 
ruption of all in this chapter. The MT reads ‘these great beasts 
. .. which shall arise out of the earth’. This is a radical mis- 
statement of Jewish tradition, according to which these monsters 
arose out of the sea (see my note 7% /oc.), and so our author 
asserts plainly in 7°. How this corruption in the MT arose is 
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as mysterious as many other corruptions in the same text. We 
must here undubitably follow the LXX here ‘which shall be 
destroyed from the earth’. Th. is conflate and gives a render- 
ing of the original and also of the corrupt text. 


§ 2. Evidence of an Aramaic original. 

In 7°, though the sole LXX MS. (r1th cent. a.p.) has lost 
the last clause of this verse, happily it has been preserved by 
the Syriac version of it made in the beginning of the seventh 
century. It presupposes yAéooa ¢860, air. The MT, however, 
has here jo>w which Th. rightly renders <fovata. yAéooa is the 
rendering of a corruption of roby, ie. qwS. This corruption 
could not be explained on the hypothesis of a Hebrew 
original. 

In 77 6 ¢éBos airod imeppépwr ioxti is due to a corruption in the 
Aramaic: see note 7m Joc. 

On the other hand in 78 Jahn urges that the corruption in 
eénpdvénoay could easily be explained on the ground of a Hebrew 
original: see my note 7 Joc. This is quite true. But it is not 
necessary to go back to the Hebrew. As it has already been 
pointed out, it could be explained as a corruption of ¢&np@jcav. 
Now ééaipo is used at least four times as a rendering of “py. 


§ 3. Peculiarities of Syntax and Vocabulary. 

In 72° it is said that we have vav apodosis in nd py, an idiom 
not elsewhere found in Biblical Aramaic, nor(?) in the Aram. 
Pap. See note zx loc. 


§ 4. The vision in this chapter is parallel with that in chapter 2. 
The four world kingdoms followed by a fifth—that of the Saints 
—are the subject of both, the four kingdoms being symbolized 
by the four parts of the great image in 2 and the four beasts in rp 

Three questions call for consideration. These are (1) The 
four world empires; (2) The ten horns; (3) The horns 
plucked up. , 

(1) The Four World Empires. Only the two interpretations 
that gained the suffrages of the centuries immediately following 
the publication of Daniel have real claims to consideration 
here, though I mention a third that appears in 1 Enoch, 
The first, of which only a few, but indubitable, traces survive, 
identified the fourth kingdom with the Greek empire, the other, 
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which is attested in the first century of the Christian era, but 
probably originated earlier, identified it with the Roman empire. 
It goes without saying that if the latter had been first in the field, 
wt would never have gained a hearing after the close of the 
second century zB.c.; for then the Roman and not the Greek 
empire was all powerful in the East. This first interpretation, 
which is also the true one, passed out of currency just because 
history had failed to confirm it. In this as in other instances of 
unfulfilled prophecy, the believers in the infallibility of verbal 
inspiration applied themselves anew, as they do now, to study 
the prophecy in question, and so a fresh interpretation of the 
four kingdoms was issued, which discovered in the fourth 
kingdom the empire of Rome. 

Since this is a simple statement of historical fact, it will be 
unnecessary to enter here on the vagaries of medieval and 
modern hermeneutics on this chapter. It will be sufficient to 
give briefly the evidence for the above statements. 

(a) According to the older and true interpretation the four 
kingdoms were (1) the Babylonian, (2) the Median, (3) the 
Persian, (4) the Greek or Macedonian. The identification of 
the Seleucidae or Greek rulers of Syria with the fourth kingdom 
first appears, though in a veiled form, as befits the character of 
the work, in the Sibylline Oracles, iii. 388-400. This portion 
of the book, which was written not later than 140 B.c., refers to 
the ten horns of our text. 


III. 388 &ee kai mor’ amurros es AciSos dABiov oddas 
ce s , > 73 ” 
avip moppupenv Awmny emtepevos Gpors 
dypios Gddodixns proydets’ Pyeupe yap avrod 
mpoabe kepavvds Para’ Kakdv S ’Acin Cuydv eer 
maca, ToAvy Sé xOav rierat pdvov 6p8pnOeica. 
GdXa kat ds mavaiotroy amavr’ Aids Oeparrevoret’ 
dy Snrep yeveny abros Oeder eEaTrodeoa, 
> col \ = , la > rv Cod e 
395 ex Tav b7 yevens Keivov yevos e€amrodetrat 
pi¢av tav ye Sidovs hy Kal Kdwec Bporodovyds 
, 
éx déxa OF Kepdrwy, mapa b7 hurdv addo Hurevoe, 
, a - ‘ 
kdwree moppupens ‘yevens yevernpa paxntyy 
~ wy wa 
kaitos bh’ viav dv és 6udppova aicrov appns 


P pees) 
400 pbeirar’ kai rére 5) mapapudpevoy képas ape. 


me 


I have here followed Geffcken’s text, which is uncertain in 
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III. 399. But the uncertainty of the text here does not affect 
the interpretation as a whole. 

In these verses we have the interpretation that was put on the 
ten horns in the fourth kingdom about 140 B.c. and the inter- 
pretation takes the passage in Daniel as referring to the Greek 
empire beyond the possibility of doubt. It may not, it is true, 
agree exactly with any modern identification of the ten ‘horns’ 
or kings, but it is at one with them in regarding the ‘horns’ as 
kings of the Greek empire. In the Sibyllines ‘the man clad 
with the purple cloak’ is Antiochus Epiphanes. The race, 
which Antiochus Epiphanes wished to destroy, was that of his 
brother Seleucus IV, Philopator (187-175 B.c.). But the son of 
the latter i.e. Demetrius I (162-150 B.c.) shall put to death the 
‘one root’ (é/¢av tav) which Antiochus left, i.e. Antiochus V, 
Eupator (164-162 B.c.), or, in the words of the Sibyl, ‘shall cut 
(him) off from among ten horns’. Demetrius I was in turn 
slain by ‘the side shoot’ (gurév ado), i. e. Alexander Balas, who 
claimed to be a son of Antiochus Epiphanes, and reigned from 
150 to 146 B.c. He was attacked and defeated by Demetrius II 
and Ptolemy VI, Philometor, and afterwards murdered (1 Macc. 
r18-!9, Josephus, Ant. xiii. 4. 8) by an Arabian prince named 
Zabdiel. The horn growing alongside (rapa 8) durdv) is Trypho 
who had his ward Antiochus VI removed and reigned in his 
stead from 142 to 137B.c. The text of the Sibyllines is not free 
from corruption. 

(0) A second and very different interpretation was apparently 
given to the fourth kingdom in Dan. 7, by the author of 1 Enoch 
37-70. This section of Enoch (written before 64 B.c.) knows 
nothing of the Romans. The last oppressors of the Jews are the 
later Maccabean princes (see my note on 38°). The writer does 
not attempt a detailed exposition of the text of Dan. 7, but he 
uses and even quotes it as in 461? ‘And there I saw One who 
had a head of days | And His head was like white wool! | And 
with Him was ‘another being whose countenance was as the 
appearance of a man, | And his face was full of graciousness like 
one of the holy angels. And I asked the angel who went with 
me ... concerning that Son of Man . . . why he went with the 
Head of Days?’ The judgement will ensue immediately and 


1 So it should be translated and not as in my Commentary ‘Was whit like 
wool’. The latter is possible grammatically. 
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‘the kings and the mighty’, i. e. the later Maccabean princes will 
be judged according to their deeds (cf. 48° 8-9, 53°-*, 623 13), 
The same right interpretation of the fourth kingdom as referring 
to the Greek empire (though it is not spoken of as ‘the fourth’) 
is quite definitely set forth in Josephus, Amt. x. 11. 7 ratra jar 
auveBn mabey TO COver id ’Avtidxou Tod "Emipavois, Kabas eidev 5 Aavindos. 
Antiochus Epiphanes thus fulfills the prophecies of Daniel in 
chap. 8. There follows a statement in Josephus’ text that 
Daniel wrote also about Rome as the destroyer of his country, 
but this sentence is excised by Niese. Again, the Syriac 
Version of Daniel actually identifies in 77 the fourth kingdom 
with that of the Greeks. 

Next in 4 Ezra 12!°-!? (a.p. 80-120), we turn to a very 
different document. This work znterprets the fourth kingdom of 
the Roman empire, but states quite definitely that this interpretation 
ts not the interpretation which the angel gave to Daniel, i.e. that 
which identified the Greek empire with the fourth kingdom, and 
which till Rome became mistress of the East had been the accepted 
one. The passage in Ezra runs: 121° ‘And he said unto me: 
This is the interpretation of the vision which thou hast seen. 
11. The eagle which thou sawest come up from the sea is the 
fourth kingdom, which appeared in vision to thy brother Daniel. 
12. But it was not interpreted unto him as I now interpret it 
unto thee or have interpreted it’. To this passage I shall return 
later. In 4 Ezra 111 the eagle comes up from the sea, i.e. the 
Roman Empire. 

This interpretation was still prevalent in the third century a.D.; 
for it was recognized by Porphyry (a.pD. 233-304), and in the 
fourth by Ephrem Syrus (A.D. 300-350). 

According, therefore, to the authentic interpretation of Daniel 
2, 7, and 8, the symbols are to be identified as follows: 


Chapter 2. Chapter 7. Chapter 8. 
The great image. The four beasts. 
The golden head = Lion with eagle’s = 
wings 
Silver breast and= Bear with three—First and shorter 
arms ribs in its mouth horn of ram 


Brass belly and=Leopard with=Second and longer 
thighs four wings horn of ram 


Iron legs, feet, = Beast with iron =Goat with one = 


Babylonian empire 
Median empire 


Persian empire 


Greek empire 
(Alexander and his 
successors) 


and toes, partly teeth and ten followed by four 

iron, partlyclay horns,among_ horns out of one 
which arose a_ of which arose a 
little horn little horn 
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(c) The third interpretation which thus arose on the failure of 
the first (for the second interpretation never gained the public 
ear), and identified the Roman empire with the fourth kingdom 
is found in the New Testament. But it probably originated in the 
rst cent. B.c.; for with the assertion of the power of Rome in 
the East this reinterpretatian was inevitable. Probably from 
Pompey’s time onward Rome came in certain circles in Palestine 
to be identified with the fourth kingdom. Thus in the Psalms 
of Solomon 2°: rod cimeiv thy tmepnpaviay rod Spdxovros év artpia, 
Pompey is called ‘the dragon’—a term associated with the 
Antichrist. He impersonated the power of Rome, as Nebuchad- 
nezzar did that of Babylon. In the LXX of Jer. 28% (Hebr. 
51°) the latter is compared to a dragon. 

The way was thus prepared for the almost universal reinter- 
pretation of the four kingdoms in the 1st cent. a.p. The oldest 
work of that century where this reinterpretation appears is the 
Assumption of Moses (a. D. 7-30). In chapters 8-9 of this work 
there is an account of the calamities endured under Antiochus 
Epiphanes. But that period is past so far as the author of the 
Assumption is concerned, and his gaze is fixed on the immediate 
future and on the power that threatens his own people. That 
this power is the Roman empire, there is no room for doubt. 
Thus in 1o® we have the following passage, the reference of 
which, even though corrupt, cannot be mistaken. It predicts 
the overthrow of Rome symbolized as ‘the Eagle’: 


‘Then thou, O Israel, shalt be happy 


And thou shalt tmount upon the necks and wings of the eagle 
And they shall be endedt.’ 


Here the phrase cervices et alas (i.e. alae) have been acci- 
dentally transposed from the third to the second line: by 
restoring them we shall have: 


‘And thou shalt go up against the eagle 
And its necks and wings shall be destroyed.’? 


In the passage just dealt with, Rome (or the fourth empire) is 
referred to under the symbol of the eagle, instead of that used 


1 rod elnety = spd corrupt for syond. Hence the clause = ‘to turn the 
pride of the dragon into dishonour’ (Wellhausen), 

? See details in my edition of the Apocrypha and Pseudepigrapha for the 
Oxford University Press, vol. ii. 422. 
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by our author, i.e. ‘a beast dreadful and terrible’. He has 
herein followed Ezekiel in symbolizing this fourth world empire 
by ‘a great eagle with great wings’ (173), though in Ezekiel it is 
a symbol of Nebuchadnezzar. 

The reason for the adoption of the definite symbol of the 
eagle instead of the indefinite one of our author ‘a beast dreadful 
and terrible’ (7’) is due to the fact that the military emblem 
of Rome was the eagle. The indefinite symbol in Daniel has 
now become definite through the reinterpretation of the fourth 
kingdom and its identification with Rome, whose symbol was 
that of the eagle. 

We shall next quote 2 Bar. 39%* (before a.D. 70) where the 
text is definitely based on Daniel and the new interpretation of 
the fourth kingdom set forth. 

‘Behold the days come and this kingdom (i.e. Babylon) will 
be destroyed which once destroyed Zion, and it will be subjected 
to that which comes after it (i.e. the Persian or Medo-Persian). 
Moreover, that also again after a time will be destroyed, and 
another, a third (i.e. the Greek), will arise, and that also will 
have dominion for its time and will be destroyed. And after 
these things a fourth kingdom (i.e. the Roman) will arise, whose 
power will be harsh and evil far beyond those which were 
before it.’ 

In a slightly later work (already referred to above) 4 Ezra 
12U—!4 (a.p. 69-79 or A.D. 96-97) this reinterpretation is not 
only given but it is distinctly stated that the angel, that instructed 
Daniel as to the fourth kingdom being Greek, was wrong : 

‘The eagle which thou sawest come up from the sea is the 
fourth kingdom which appeared in vision to thy brother Daniel. 
But it was not interpreted unto him as I now interpret it unto 
thee. Behold the days come when there shall arise a kingdom 
upon the earth and it shall be more terrible than all the kingdoms 
that were before it.’ 

If we advance to later Jewish writings, we find that Rome was 
taken by them to be the fourth kingdom. This is definitely 
stated in the Aboda zara2>. Rome is here plainly identified with 
the fourth kingdom. See also Cant. rab. ii. 12; Gen. rab. xliv. 
20; Lev. rab. xiii.; Midr. Teh. Ps. 8014 (Jewish Encyc. x. 394). 

Turning now to the Christian Church, we find the first identifi- 
cation of the Roman empire with the fourth kingdom in Daniel 
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in the Little Apocalypse in Mark 13 (=Matt. 24=Luke 21) as it 
is edited by Luke 21”; for, whereas Mark 1314, Matt. ant? 
take the phrase 1d BdéAvypa rijs épyydoeos as referring to the 
profanation of the Temple by the Antichrist, Luke interprets it 
as referring to the destruction of Jerusalem by the Romans— 
Srav S€ tyre KukAovpevny bro otparorédav "lepovoadnp. Thus the role of 
the fourth kingdom is connected by Luke with Rome. The date 
of this reinterpretation is probably between a.p. 7o and 80 
In Rev. 13!, sqq. this reinterpretation is reinforced in terms 
drawn from our author. The first monster, which emerges from 
the sea with seven heads and ten horns is the Roman empire. 
The same view is to be found in Ep. Barn. iv. 4 (¢ .A. D. 100- 
120) and in Hippolytus ix. (c. A.D. 220). 

Some modern scholars have advocated this view, but it is 
wholly untenable. The former view is now accepted by the 
whole world of scholarship. 

(2) The ten horns. The ‘ten horns’ represent ten kings (cf. 
v. 24), and not ten kingdoms as in 8°, where the four horns 
stand for kingdoms. Now, since after these ten horns there 
arises another horn, the ‘little horn’, and since this little horn 
is Antiochus Epiphanes, it follows that the ten preceding horns 
are kings. But owing to the paucity of our information it has 
not yet been determined definitely who these ten kings are. 
They have been taken to represent the successors of Alexander 
by many scholars; and so we have (1) Seleucus I, Nicator 
(312-280 B.c.) ; (2) Antiochus I, Soter (279-261) ; (3) Antiochus I], 
Theos (261-246); (4) Seleucus II, Callinicus (246-226); (5) Se- 
leucus III, Ceraunus (226-223); (6) Antiochus III, the Great 
(222-187); (7) Seleucus IV, Philopator (186-176); (8) Helio- 
dorus ; (9) Ptolemy VII, Philometor (182-146) ; (10) Demetrius I, 
Soter. These last three had all stood in the way of Antiochus 
Epiphanes and had either directly or indirectly suffered at his 
hands in his efforts to secure the throne and establish his power. 
But as Hitzig, Kuenen, Bevan, and others urge, the list should 
begin with Alexander, since the fourth beast represented the 
Greek supremacy. Hence they begin the list with Alexander 
the Great and reckon the last three as (8) Seleucus IV, Philo- 
pator ; (9) Heliodorus ; (10) Demetrius I, Soter. 

(3) Zhe three horns plucked up. Of the ten horns three were 
to be ‘plucked up’ (v. 8), overthrown (v. 20), or ‘put down’ 
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(v. 24), by the eleventh horn, i.e. Antiochus Epiphanes. These 
were most probably the last three in the list of ten just given. 

Antiochus Epiphanes would appear to the Jews, as may be 
inferred from our text, to have instigated the removal of Seleucus 
Philopator by Heliodorus. The latter, we know, he crushed 
through the help of his friends Attalus and Eumenes of Pergamum. 
The grounds are less cogent with regard to Demetrius Soter. 
It is true that he was the rightful heir to the kingdom, but he 
was kept out of his inheritance by Antiochus. He couid hardly, 
therefore, be said to have reigned before Antiochus or to have 
been slain by him. On these grounds it has been objected that 
Demetrius Soter cannot be rightly included in the above list. 
Instead of Demetrius Soter it has been suggested by Gutschmidt 
that the last of the three horns was not this Demetrius but 
a brother of his, who was executed by the orders of Antiochus 
according to John of Antioch (Miller, Frag. Hist. Graec., iv. 
558, quoted by Bevan). If we accept this suggestion the last 
three princes satisfy fairly the conditions of the problem. 


é 


SECTION VII 
i.e. Chapter 7. 


7. In the first year of Belshazzar. The narratives came to 
a close with the last chapter. A series of four visions begin 
herewith, the first two of which are assigned to the reign of 
Belshazzar, and recounted in 7-8. 

Daniel saw. As in to! the author here begins in the third 
person in accordance with his practice in the narrative sections, 
but forthwith represents Daniel as speaking in the first person. 
In x Enoch 1}3 and in g2!, 911 we shall find these sections intro- 
duced by the author speaking in the third person and then going 
on to speak in the first. So also in 2 Bar. 11514, 78! saa: Test. 
xii Patr., Test. Reub. 1! 549-, &e. 

Even visions of his head upon his bed. ‘This phrase defines 
the nature of the dream. It has already occurred in 278°, which 
I have restored after 2°° as the context requires. 

He wrote the dream. From 7* onwards to the end of the book 
Daniel speaks in the first person except in Io!, as already 
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observed. But the words are important here. At the beginning 
of this new section of his book Daniel is represented like other 
members of the apocalyptic school as writing down his visions. 
Thus in 1 Enoch 141, which belongs to the oldest part of this 
book, i. e. before 170 B.c., we find ‘The book of the words of 
righteousness ’, and in 15}, 123 Enoch is called ‘the scribe of 
righteousness’. Again in 82! the text runs: ‘And now my son, 
Methuselah, all these things J am recounting to thee and writing 
down for thee, and I have revealed to thee everything, and given 
thee books concerning all these; so preserve, my son Methu- 
selah, the books from thy father’s hands and (see) that thou 
deliver them to the generations of the world’. In 81® Enoch is 
bidden ‘to write down’ the visions he had seen, but according 
to 12 these were ‘not for this generation but for a remote one 
which is for to come’. With these directions from 1 Enoch we 
might compare 8° in our author: ‘Shut thou up the vision ; for 
it belongeth to many days to come’, and similarly 12‘, ‘But 
thou, O Daniel, shut up the words and seal the book, even unto 
the time of the end’. It is presupposed throughout our author, 
as we infer from the last quotation, that he committed his visions 
and teachings to writing. 

(Even) a complete account. The Aramaic text 79x poo wsn 
cannot be right, and the interpretation assigned to it is just as 
inadmissible. First of all as to the text. Daniel does not first 
‘write down’ his vision and then recount it orally. The word 
48 has always the meaning of speaking orally and presupposes 
generally, and certainly always in our author the presence of a 
hearer or hearers : cf. 247.9,36 [ 44(7),58) 57, 615, 716. It is, therefore, 
an intrusion here. If, however, we retain it we should invert 
the order of the verbs and read: ‘he told the dream, and wrote 
down a complete account’. Cf. the passage from 1 Enoch 82! 
(quoted in the preceding note). But there is no ground for 
supposing that Daniel is addressing any one. Hence nw is an 
intrusion, and this hypothesis is confirmed by the LXX and Th. 
Th. omits the entire clause ‘told a complete account’. But the 
LXX is, no doubt, right in omitting only ‘told’. It reads 716 
dpapa 6 cide éyparpev eis xepadaia Adyar. Hence we must retain 
po wN> as original, while we excise DN as an interpolation. 

The phrase, therefore, poo wxois original. The next question 
is: what does it mean? Bevan, followed by Marti, renders with 
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the English version ‘“the sum of the matters”, that is, the 
essential import of the revelation’, and compares Ps. 119). 
7737 wx i = ‘the essence of Thy word’. But would not this 
rendering and interpretation require 5p wx? Hence, since 
nop is undetermined, the meaning seems to be ‘a summary of 
matters’ or ‘a complete account’ (so Behrmann). 

7”. The MT begins this verse with a gloss ‘ Daniel answered 
and said’. Both the LXX, Th., and Vulg. omit them. Jerome 
takes no account of them, nor yet does Hippolytus in their 
commentaries on Daniel. Only the Pesh. supports the MT. 
I find that Bludau and Marti have recognized this gloss. 

I saw: literally ‘was seeing’, LXX and Th. ééedoow. See 
note on 4h, 

+In my vision by nightt: i.e. wd py na. Here LXX, Th., 
and Pesh. presuppose "5 4 sina. Since this latter phrase recurs 
twice in this chapter, i. e. in 771%, it appears to be the original 
one here. I cannot find any such temporal use of ny in the 
Aram. Papyri nor yet in the inscriptions. The parallels that 
have been cited in our text 3%’, 43! are not quite of the same 
nature as in this passage. In the Talmud it has a temporal 
meaning, i. e. ‘towards’ but not ‘in’: Shabb. ii. 7: Joma 876: 
see Levy, Ch. 17, p. 222. 

Four winds of heaven. Cp. 8°, 114; Zech. 28, 6° ; 4 Ezra 13°. 

Stirred up the great sea. This, as Levy (Ch. W., p. 136) and 
others have already shown, appears to be the truer rendering of 
xan xo%> imap. The other rendering ‘brake forth upon, &c.’ 
would require °Y or 2 instead of >. Although ‘the great sea’ 
here recalls Num. 34°", Joshua 9! Syn on, i.e. the Mediter- 
ranean—elsewhere called the panna aw Deut. 1174, 347, &c., yet 
this sea is not referred to in its geographical but in its mytho- 
logical character, as in Isa. 511°, Ps. 741381. As Marti here 
rightly suggests, ‘the whole representation from 7? onwards 
points to the elements of the old mythological cosmogony, which 
from the earliest times was known not only in Babylonia but also 
in the west of Asia’. In 1 Enoch 18? the ‘four winds which 
bear the firmament’ are mentioned. 

7°. Four great beasts. The symbolism here goes back to 
ancient mythology, according to which beasts came up originally 
from the sea, which was the seat of evil: cf. Isa. 271, ; 1 Enoch 
60%, 2 Bar-2g4- Rev. 13) 3 4:Ezra.6*?, 114,124) ain 4. Ezra13° 
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the text seems conflate ; for it represents the Messiah ‘ which 
flew with the clouds of heaven’ as arising from the heart of the 
sea. The Latin version rightly omits this statement, though the 
Syriac, Arabic, and Armenian versions support it. It seems to 
be due to an early scribe, who did not understand the Antichrist 
tradition. 

74. The first was like a lion and had eagle's wings. The first 
and greatest empire is that of Babylon which appears as a lion 
with eagle’s wings—the lion being the noblest of animals, the 
eagle the greatest of birds. In 2%%°* it is symbolized by gold, 
the most precious of metals. The symbol of the winged lion is 
a fitting one for the empire of Nebuchadnezzar. Such sculptured 
figures were familiar to these ancient empires. But of the 
mythological meaning or origin of these symbols it is probable 
that our author knew nothing. The symbol came to him from 
tradition with its own associations. He could find materials for 
its construction in the prophets of the past. Nebuchadnezzar 
was compared by them to a lion Jer. 4’, 491°, 501", and his 
armies to an eagle because of the extraordinary swiftness of their 
marches, Jer. 4974, Hab. 18, Ezek. 17%. Its distinguishing 
characteristics belong naturally to the animal world. But after 
a time these animal characteristics disappear. Its wings—which 
figure its brutal swiftness—are taken from it, and so its speed 
of conquest is checked: nevertheless it is raised from the earth 
and made to stand erect like a man, and a man’s heart is given 
to it. Hitzig, Ewald, Keil, Driver, Prince, &c., recognize in 
these changes the growing humanization of the Babylonian 
kingdom in the person of its head, i.e. Nebuchadnezzar. In 
this symbolism these scholars think they can detect a reference 
to the experiences of this king in chap. 4, Nebuchadnezzar being 
here, as in 2°8, identified with the kingdom of Babylon. By 
the loss of his reason the powers of Babylon were maimed. 
Throughout the king’s illness he is described as having a beast’s 
heart, 41° (16), which in due time was removed from him. There- 
upon his reason returned unto him, 4°! @#, and a man’s heart 
was given unto him, 7*, and he glorified the God of heaven, 43134, 
But the comparison of the two passages is in this respect irre- 
concilable. In 7* Babylon has the heart of a beast during its 
career of conquest: it is not given a man’s heart till this is over 
and it is made to stand erect upon its feet, 74. But in 4150) 


| 
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Nebuchadnezzar is not deprived of his man’s heart till his 
career of conquest and statesmanlike achievements is over. 
Then and not till then is the beast’s heart given unto him. 
When a period of seven times is passed his understanding is 
restored, 431 ($4), From this insurmountable conflict of ideas it 
follows that it is idle to attempt to combine things that are really 
incompatible. So far as 7‘ refers to the growing humanization 
of Babylon, it has no point of contact with the temporary illness 
of Nebuchadnezzar in 41%, Moreover in 7‘ we are dealing 
with symbols relating to the empire of Babylon: in 413 0° with 
a concrete fact in the life of Nebuchadnezzar. 

Made to stand. >)7 is a passive perfect Hoph‘al—not a 
Hebraism. 

Two feet. 937 is here a dual as elsewhere in our author. 

7°. The Median empire, which is referred to here as suc- 
ceeding the Babylonian, is, as we have seen, a mythical one. 
(See p. 141 (d): also Introd. to this chapter, § 4, pp. 166 sqq.). 
Our author has drawn his history from tradition. There was 
of course a great Median empire, but it was the forerunner, 
not the successor, of the Babylonian. 

This empire appears in the form of a bear. As the bear is 
inferior in strength to the lion, so the Median empire, which in 
2°. is symbolized by silver, 2°%°°, was inferior to that of Babylon, 
which is symbolized by gold, 2°*°8, This statement holds true 
of the actual Median empire, which preceded the Babylonian. 

[A second.| ‘This word I have bracketed as a gloss on the 
word ‘other’ which precedes it. It is omitted by the LXX, 
which reads pera ravryvy dAdo = ANN AINN (a mere dittograph), 
and Vulg. The text in 7° ‘and lo another’ supports the LXX. 
Th. (Hippol. «is r. Aav. iv. 1) and the Pesh., on the other hand, 
omit ‘another’, and read ‘a second one’. The MT is conflate 
and gives both readings. But for the strong documentary 
evidence of the LX X and the text in 7° we might have accepted 
the reading of Th. Cf. 7” 

It was raised up, i. e. N27 with some manuscripts, LXX and 
Th. The MT reads 2P0 ‘it had raised up’. The difference 
is immaterial so far as the meaning goes, which is far from 
obvious. Perhaps the words point to its inferiority in respect 
to the first kingdom, 2°”. 

On one side, i.e. any. The rendering of the A.V. and 
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R.V. ms: follows the corrupt reading of a few manuscripts 
INOW) = ‘raised up one dominion - 

Three ribs were in its mouth. These words point to the 
ravenous nature of the beast—an idea suggested by those pas- 
sages of the prophets in which the Medes are summoned to 
ravage Babylon (Isa. 1317, Jer. 511! *8). This interpretation is 
confirmed by the words with which this symbolic account of this 
kingdom closes: ‘Arise, devour much flesh’. The later inter- 
pretation, which was unknown till the first century of our era 
(see Introd. to this chapter, § 4. (1)), and which regarded the 
bear as symbolizing the Medo-Persian empire, took the three 
ribs to denote Lydia, Babylonia, and Egypt—the first two of 
which were conquered by Cyrus and the third by Cambyses. 
But this interpretation is merely one in the long line of reinter- 
pretations of unfulfilled prophecy. It has nothing to do with 
the original thought of our author. 

It was said. The Aramaic idiom here [28 ‘they say’. 

78. Another ‘beast’. Ihave here with the LXX, Th., and the 
Pesh. restored 117 before "nN. The last word always follows 
its noun in our author. Hence here érepov @npiov (Th.) as in 259 
is wrong as to order, whereas the LXX has @npiov dAdo, 

Upon the back of tt, i.e. 733 the Qr. For this meaning of 33 
compare the Hebrew 33. The K¢. reads 7°33 which Bevan, 
Behrmann, and Driver derive from 333, Syr. lan, and render 
‘on its sides’. The four wings are regarded as indicating the 
might of the Persian empire as extending to the four quarters of 
the earth, and the four heads as symbolizing the four Persian 
kings, 113. 

In vai oy is rendered by LXX émdve adrod and in Th. by 
Smepdvo abris. This meaning 33 >y bears in the Targ. Jon. ii on 
Ley; 2: 

And dominion was given to it. Cf. 23°, where Persia is de- 
scribed as ruling ‘over all the earth’. The LXX is here defec- 
tive, but a corrupt equivalent of the clause is preserved in the 
Tellan Syr, = kai yhéoca €866n airé. This clause of the original 
LXX is interesting. yAécoa = wD, which is a corruption of wows, 
as Bludau has observed. This corruption is not explicable from 
a Hebrew original. 

7-8. A fourth beast, i.e. the Greek empire—‘too fearful to 
be likened to any known creature ; both in strength and fierce- 
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ness it far surpasses its predecessors’ (Bevan). No creature or 
combination of creatures (as in 7*) could adequately express 
them. 

q'. Terrible (NDS) and strong exceedingly. The LXX has 
a strange rendering here 6 ¢$éBos atrod tneppépav toys, which, 
however, can be easily explained, as due to a corruption of the 
Aramaic text. Thus it=7° 8|pN2 ANS which is a corruption 
of Mn) NDYPN) NN. NNN (emphatic state of Np'N) is found in 
the Aramaic of the Talmud and the Targums. For ‘terrible’ the 
R.V. has ‘powerful’, which is a rendering of ‘#28—a diag dey, 
or rather a corrupt reading. 

It was diverse from all. These words give the impression 
created in the oriental mind by the conquests of Alexander. 
While the preceding empires had left local traditions and 
customs untouched, the Greek empire overthrew the older 
civilizations and transformed them. It did its task with thorough- 
ness, ‘it devoured and brake in pieces and trod the residue with 
its feet’. 

It had ten horns. These are ten kings (cf. 77£)—most probably 
successors of Alexander on the throne of Antioch. In Jewish 
apocalyptic the horn is used as a symbol of a king 7%, 
3°82) 92!" ora dynasty of kings 8% 6% &),20;22,- In 1 Enoch go° 
‘the great horn’ denotes Judas Maccabaeus. 1 Enoch 83-90 
was written while Judas was still warring. 

78. Came up. For nped read np9d as in 779, 

Among them i. e. "22 which the Qr. corrects into [7°32 on the 
ground of the gender of 7p. See 5° for like changes. 

Another horn, a little one. The ‘little horn’ is Antiochus 
Epiphanes here as in 8°. He was ‘little’ to begin with. His 
success was due to his seizing the crown by treachery (1174). 

Three of the first horns. On the identification of these three 
horns see Introd. to this chapter, § 4 (2). These three were 
probably (1) Seleucus IV (Philopator) murdered by his minister 
Heliodorus; (2) Heliodorus who was soon removed after his 
usurpation by Attalus and Eumenes of Pergamum; (3) Deme- 
trius I (Soter), who was the son and lawful heir of Seleucus IV 
(Philopator). 

Were plucked up by the roots, i.e. apyns. Here the LXX has 
enpdvOnoav. This is adduced as a proof that the original was 
Hebrew ; for this word =", which could be an easy corruption 
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of m3, But, unless numerous examples of this nature could be 
produced, it can only be regarded as a coincidence. For ¢&npav- 
énoav can be most easily explained as a corruption of eénp8ncar, 
which latter is a rendering of wn3 in Deut. 2978, Jer. ro?" 18" 
2 Chron. 72°. Moreover, we find this corruption elsewhere in 
the LXX. Thus in éénpava rév kdprov Amos 2° the verb is un- 
doubtedly corrupt for ééjpa (1"wx)). The same corruption is 
found in Joel 116, Zech. 102, Sir. ro!”, Jer. 2836 (51°°) in one or 
all the Greek MSS. This corruption was first explained by 
Scharfenberg : see Nestle, Marg. 40, who has recognized Jer. 
28°°, Zech. 10% of the above. 

Eyes like the eyes of aman. These symbolize his intelligence 
and shrewdness. In 8?3, 1121, the use he made of such powers 
is represented ; he was double dealing, 87°, and a flatterer when 
it served him, 1174, PY is here a dual though a plural in 
form. ‘The dual construct is ‘29 and with the suffix ‘2Y 454 G0), 

A mouth speaking great things. Cf. Ps. 12° ‘the tongue that 
speaketh great things’, Obad. 12, Rev. 13°, 2 Bar. 67’. These 
words are especially appropriate to Antiochus Epiphanes. In 
1 Macc. 1* it is recounted that he and his followers ‘spake very 
presumptuously ’ (€AdAnoay tmepnpaviay peyddnvy) after they had 
robbed the Temple of all its treasures. His conduct is described 
in analogous terms in 2 Macc. 5721. In our text he is 
described in 11° as one who would ‘ Speak marvellous things 
against the God of gods’. 

"And he made war with the saints’. I have with the LXX (kai 
érolet médenov mpos Tovs adylovs) restored this clause to the text, as 
Rothstein has already proposed. This war upon the saints 
forms the crowning sin of the little horn, and the context 
requires it. For where the description of the little horn recurs 
in 771)*, in addition to the mention of the mouth speaking 
presumptuous things, there is mentioned the fact that he ‘made 
war with the saints and prevailed against them’, 774, or ‘wore 
down the saints’, 7%. Hence at the close of this verse we 
should add the following Aramaic clause: Nwsp oY IAP AIAy; 
cf. Rev.117, 1217, 19! on the violent measures taken by Antiochus 
Epiphanes against the Jews, cf. 8!0—14: 24 25, 

7-4. Divine judgement of the heathen powers. As in 71-8 
Daniel saw in a vision on the earth in the first year of Belshazzar 
the four kingdoms that would successively hold the world in 
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thrall, so here at their close his vision is carried from earth to 
heaven, and he learns in the final judgement of God the right 
explanation of the course of the world’s empires and their 
history. At this judgement, which he foresees in his vision, the 
thrones are set for the heavenly powers, the assessors of the 
Judge, and the Almighty Himself appears seated on a throne of 
fire and encompassed with myriads of angelic beings. The 
books are opened and the fourth beast is slain because of the horn 
that spoke great things, and the power of the other three beasts 
is taken away, though their lives are prolonged for a time. Then 
there comes on the clouds of heaven a being like a son of man 
and to him is given an everlasting dominion and a kingdom that 
cannot be destroyed. 

7°. Thrones were placed, i.e. for the angelic assessors. On the 
expression cf. Ps. 122° ‘thrones for judgement’. Here as in 47 
the heavenly powers take part with, God in the judgement. 
With yon ‘were set’ we may compare ‘n ‘I have set’, Gen. 
3151. Cf. 1 Enoch go” ‘T saw till a throne was erected ... and 
the Lord of his sheep sat thereon’. The Ethiopic here = ¢xo- 
dounén. But our text may have suggested the passage in Enoch. 

(One like) an anctent of days. As the texts stands jy pny 
means literally ‘one aged in days’—an aged being. In the 
Syriac version of Wisdom 2!° we find « close approach to the 
phrase in our text JKsoas 4K fam which is a rendering of 
mpecBurov .. . mods movxpoviovs, Cf. Gen. 241 DYDD 82. But there 
is an essential difference. In our text there is no reference to 
a human being but simply to a being. The emphasis, moreover, 
lies on the time element in the expression. Hence it suggests 
but 1s not equivalent to such expressions as ‘the first and the last’, 
Isa. 44°, ‘He that is enthroned of old’ (o7p 2v) Ps. 551°, and 
“the Eternal One’ (6 aiouos), 1 Bar. 41% 14 2°. But the expression 
in our text does not contain the element of eternity. It emphasizes 
the idea of longevity, while its context presupposes but does not 
express the idea of eternal existence. Hence it isan extraordinary 
expression to apply to God, and accordingly, if we take into 
account the fact that, throughout this and all other Jewish 
apocalypses, every reference to or description of God is couched 
in terms of the utmost reverence, we find it impossible to accept 
this irreverent designation of God as original in its present form. 
If this be so, it is more than probable that, instead of ‘an ancient 
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of days’ the text originally read ‘one like an ancient of days’. 
This would be the true apocalyptic form of expression, resem- 
bling that in Ezek. 17°. In this latter passage, it is true, the idea 
of humanity is present ‘the likeness as it were the appearance 
of a man’ (O78 AN ND Nv") but not in our author. On the above 
grounds I suggest that }¥01 pynya ‘one like an ancient of days’, 
was an apocalyptic designation of God in Aramaic. Clem. Alex. 
Paed. ii. 10 alone attests this expression: éo«i madaids jyepdv and 
LXX 7 of our text. When this designation was once accepted, 
the next stage in its development was possible, i.e. to drop the 
comparative particle and therewith to transform the indefinite 
apocalyptic form of expression into a definite non-apocalyptic i. e. 
instead of ‘like an ancient of days’ we have ‘the Ancient of Days’ 
(713: 22) i.e. YoY pny. We have an exactly similar development 
in the case of ‘like a son of man’ (7!) and ‘the Son of Man’ 
(zt Enoch 46%, &c.). The latter has no meaning apart from its 
development out of ‘like a son of man’. The phrase ‘an ancient 
of days’ denotes simply, as above said, an aged being. But the 
apocalyptic phrase ‘like an ancient of days’ affirms at once 
a likeness and an unlikeness. The likeness consists in the 
longevity and probably the dignity that goes therewith, the un- 
likeness in the fact that the Being so described is not one whose 
age is measured by years but one who is at once ‘the first’ and ‘the 
last’, the Everlasting. I have accordingly inserted 5 before p’ny, 
and so brought the expression into conformity with its context. 
His raiment was as snow and the hair of his head was spotless 
as white wool. There are three ways of dealing with the text. 
(1) The Massoretic: ‘His raiment was as white snow and the 
hair of his head like spotless wool’. This is practically aban- 
doned by scholars. (2) ‘His raiment was white as snow and 
the hair of his head was as spotless wool’. This departure from 
the Massoretic accentuation has the support of Th. (Vulg., and 
Pesh.) 1d dupa adrod aoel yey Nevedy cai H Opi Tis Kehadijs ds Epoy 
caapév, But, though this rendering is preferable to (1) in the 
first clause, it is most unsatisfactory in the second. For wool is 
neither necessarily spotless or white. Hence we must fall back 
on (3), which has the support of the LXX. (3) ‘His raiment 
was as snow and the hair of his head was spotless as white 
wool’: or ‘as white spotless wool’. Since the LXX reads gyov 
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Aevxor xaGapéy, it is clear that in the Aramaic it presupposes the 739 
(= A«uxés) as belonging to the second clause and not to the first 
and as following immediately after spy. This is, we may justly 
conclude, the original text. It has the support, moreover, of 
Rev. 114 4 xepadi adrod kai ai rpixes Nevkal ds prov evedv—a free 
rendering of the Aramaic text presupposed by the LXX. There 
is a still earlier testimony in 1 Enoch 46! which = 4 xepadi adroit 
as épiov Aevxdy (Or Aevey). Both renderings are possible, but in my 
translation of r Enoch I ought undoubtedly to have adopted the 
first. The Aramaic therefore should be read Np) “yn WDyD= 
‘spotless as white wool’. spo means ‘cleansed’, ‘free from 
spot’, but not ‘white’. Hence, since wool may have two or 
more colours, it requires the epithet ‘white’, i.e. W. 
His throne was fiery flames. We might compare 1 Enoch 

1418—” (pre-Maccabean in date) with 7°~?° of our text. 
18. ‘And I looked and saw therein a lofty throne: 

Its appearance was as crystal, 

And the wheels thereof as the shining sun, 

And there was the vision of cherubim. 
19. And from underneath the throne came streams of flaming fire, 

So that I could not look thereon. 
20. And the Great Glory sat thereon, 

And His raiment shone more brightly than the sun, 

And was whiter than any snow... 
22. The flaming fire was round about Him, 

And a great fire was near unto Him... 

Ten thousand times ten thousand were before Him: 

Yet He needed no counsellor.’ 


The wheels thereof burning fire. Cf. 1 Enoch 14'* quoted 
above and Ezek. 115 s99-, ro? 

7°. A fiery stream ... [went forth] from before Him. Cf. 
1 Enoch 14?9 éroxdra rod Opdvou eEeropevovro morapol mupos preyopevou. 

Flowed [and went forth]. It is a question whether the original 
text was PD?) 122; for the LXX has only eéeropevero=pb) and Th. 
only «idxev (Hippol. «is +. dav. iv. 1) = 23. Pesh. and Vulg. 
incorporate both readings as does the MT, while Justin Martyr 
(Dial. c. Tryph, 51) reads elAkev éxrropevépevos. Since the Pesh. and 
Vulg. are confessedly the latest of these authorities and the MT 
in its present form often very late, the natural conclusion is that 
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they contain here a conflate text. Which of the two readings is 
then the original? Since 13) is a late word and appears here 
apparently for the first time in Aramaic, though it occurs in 
many senses, as well as in that which it bears here, and in the 
Targums and Syriac, it appears most reasonable to regard p53 
as an explanatory marginal gloss upon 733. pp) is found in a 
fifth century inscription B.c. (CIS. ii, 113. 21) and very frequently 
in the fifth century Avam. Pap. (Cowley, 30°, 314, &c.) though 
not in exactly the same connexion as in our text. Hence I have 
relegated ‘and went forth’ to a foot-note, though with some 
hesitation. 

Thousand thousands ... stood before him. Possibly derived 
from 1 Enoch 14” (before 170 B.C.) pdpiae pupiddes Eorynxacw éevemoy 
airod. On the other hand the phrases ‘thousand thousands .. . 
yea ten thousand times ten thousand’ seem to have been the 
source of 1 Enoch 4o! (before 64 B.c.) ‘thousands of thousands 
and ten thousand times ten thousand’, 71° }8, Rev. 5, though 
in this last passage the order of the phrases is reversed. Cf. 
Deut. 337, 1 Enoch 1°j4o}, 7x8, Judea4,tz5.) Fontheake ps9 
read 127. The Qr. 22. is a Hebraism. See Kautzsch § 65. 4. 

The judgement was set. The judgement here = ‘those who 
judge’, just as in Jer. 29", Ps:.69%, Jobizs® ‘council? fire; 
1D) = ‘those who deliberate’. 

The books were opened. There are several kinds of books in 
the Old Testament and later Jewish Literature. 

(1) The book of life (or its equivalents ‘ God’s book’ in Exod. 
32°2sa- “Blot me I pray thee out of thy book’; ‘book of the 
living’, Ps. 697%) was a register of the citizens of the Theocratic 
community. To have one’s name written in this book implied 
the privilege of participating in the temporal blessings of the 
Theocracy, Isa. 4°, while to be blotted out of this book meant 
exclusion therefrom. In the O. T. this expression was origin- 
ally confined to ¢emporal blessings only, but in our author 12! 
it is transformed through the influence of the new conception of 
the Kingdom, and distinctly refers to an immortality of blessed- 
ness. This meaning it has in 1 Enoch 104}, 47°, Jub. 302° saq- 
In the N.T. the phrase is of frequent recurrence, Phil. 43, Rev. 
3°, 13%, &e. | 

(2) Books in which the deeds of men were recorded. For 
those wherein good deeds were recorded, cf. Ps. 568, Mal. 316, 
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Jubilees 30%; wherein evil deeds were recorded, cf. Isa. 65°, 
1 Enoch 814, 89°~®: 79 71, &c,, 2 Bar. 241; wherein both good 
and evil deeds were recorded, cf. 7! of our author, Rev. 20!” 
(8iBAta qvoixnoar), Asc. Is. 92, Aboth 21. For a completer treat. 
ment of this question see the note on my edition of 1 Enoch 47°; 
Dalman, Worte Jesu, i. 169 seq; KAT. ii. 405; Bousset, Rel, 
d. Judenthums, 247; Weber, Jiid. Theol.? 242, 282 seqq.; Volz, 
Jiid. Eschatologie, 93 seq., 266, 316. 

7. The fourth beast, i.e. the Greek Empire, is destroyed once 
and for all because of the blasphemies of Antiochus Epiphanes 
(78); for the measure of its guilt has now become full (8”%), 

LT beheld at that time, i.e. pasa nnn. This order is without 
a parallel in Daniel or Ezra. jN2 or }4N occur taken together 
fifty-one times elsewhere in Daniel and always at the beginning 
of the clause and not as here after the verb. But boththe LXX 
and Th. support this abnormal order—eéeapour rére : so also does 
Justin Mart., Dial. c. Tryph. 31 who in the main follows the LXX 
here. But the Vulg. omits ‘at that time’ and the Syr. the entire 
first clause but through Am/é. But I retain the above order, 
since I find in 1 Enoch 83-90 (a vision written before 161 B.c. 
and that by a seer acquainted with the work of our author) that 
the order ‘after that I saw’ occurs four times 891% *° 72, go?, and, 
‘I saw at that time’ only in go”*; similarly, ‘again I saw’ 86} 3 
87}, 8927, but ‘I saw again’ in 89°}, 

Because of the voice, &c. These words give the reason for the 
destruction of the beast which is mentioned in the dependent 
clause. They would more naturally have followed in that clause. 

Horn spake. The MT. here adds ‘I beheld’ nn nin, but it 
is clearly uncalled for. It is omitted both by the LXX (as the 
Syr}. proves) and Th. and Justin Mart. (Dial. c. Tryph. 31). On 
the other hand the MT has the support of the Pesh. and Vulg. 
It is thus a late insertion. 

Destroyed. 12.7 Hophial from 73x. 

He was given to be burned by fire. This is the final place of 
punishment—a place of fire as in 1 Enoch 10%, 18", 21771° 
These passages are older than our text. Cf. 91%~?", which 
belongs to a Maccabean section. 

7), The apparent meaning of this verse is that the three 
remaining beasts are not destroyed forthwith as the fourth beast. 
In 2°2-%5 the four empires are destroyed simultaneously, but 
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there owing to the nature of the vision their destruction is repre- 
sented as taking place contemporaneously, though in reality it 
was not so. The great image representing in itself the four 
kingdoms falls all at once, and so implies a simultaneous destruc- 
tion. But here the first three heathen powers survive the loss 
of their dominion as nations; as empires, they cease to be: as 
for the fourth empire it was to be utterly destroyed. The 
remaining Gentile nations are not doomed to this annihilation, 
but are to exist for an indefinite time and to become subject to 
the kingdom of the saints (7!#7"). 

The rest of the beasts. The LXX has here rots kikd@ adrod, 
where the MT has xnvn -Nw. This is not an isolated anomaly ; 
for in 77 and 7!°, where we have xixAo and xv«ddéev respectively, 
the MT has simply xnxw. Possibly «tkdo airod in 7! is a ren- 
dering of ‘in’, which may be a corruption of NNYN “ANY. 
I am writing w for p. It is wholly impossible to explain the 
corruption from the hypothesis of a Hebrew original. 

73:14. The eternal kingdom of the sainis. 

73. Came on the clouds of heaven. Here I follow the LXX 
emi Trav vepedav . . . Hpxero, and not Th. which has pera ray vededov ... 
épxduevos. The LXX and Pesh. preserve here the original text. 
The ‘one like a son of man’ comes not ‘with’ but ‘on the 
clouds’. The clouds are not his companions (uera), but the 
chariot as it were on which he approaches the Ancient of Days. 
The figure is suggested by the O.T., Ps. 104°, ‘Who maketh the 
clouds his chariot’: cf.Is.r9!. But 5y(=‘on’) which the LXX 
attests was corrupted—ferhaps not earlier than the beginning of the 
Christian era into ny (‘with’). The text presupposed by the 
LXX is followed by the Pesh., also by Matt. 245°, 26° (in both 
cases eri); Rev. 14/416, Justin, Ap. i. 51, Dial. 120 (emdvw in 
both); Didache 168 (érdvw). Mark 137° (epxopevov ev vepédars pera 
duvduews) and Cyprian, Zesé. ii. 26, are doubtful, but should 
probably be classed here. The reading of the MT oy = pera 
is followed by Th, Mark 14%, Rev. 17, 4 Ezra 13%, Justin, 
Dial. 31, Tert., Adv. Marc. iii. 7, and also by the Vulg. Thus 
the corrupt reading had established itself in Mark, Rev., 4 Ezra 
within the first century in our era, but Matt. (dzs), Justin (67s), 
the Pesh., and the Didache (authorities of the first three cen- 
turies) still attest the primitive text first found in the second cen- 
tury version B.c., i.e. the LXX. Cf. Dalman, Worte Jesu, p. 198 
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One like unto a son of man, i.e. wx 732, On the subsequent 
history of this phrase in Jewish Apocalyptic see my edition of 
t Enoch® 467, n. 48? n., pp. Ixiii—vi, 306-9. In apocalyptic 
visions where men are symbolized by beasts, angels and other 
supernatural beings are symbolized by men. This symbolism 
will be found on a large scale in 1 Enoch 89-90. If, therefore, 
the expression is to be taken strictly, it undoubtedly suggests 
a supernatural being or a body of such beings. Since the beings 
thus referred to are, according to the interpretation of the 
angel, the people of ‘ the Saints of the Most High’ (718:22:25.27), we 
are to infer that the faithful remnant of Israel are to be trans- 
formed into heavenly or supernatural beings as in 1 Enoch go** 
(161 B.c.) and in later apocalypses, which expect an everlasting 
kingdom upon earth, whose members will be clad with garments 
of light: cf. 1 Enoch 62116 10812, The peculiar expression 
poydy wep, 728, confirms the above view. See note zx loc. 

They. brought him near before him. This is the reading of the 
MT, Th., Pesh., and Vulg. The LXX oi rapeornxdres mapioav ait 
presupposes a different text, i.e. *MNTP 1394p N’ONP ‘ They that 
stood by drew near before him’. These, i.e, ‘they that stood 
by’, are mentioned again in 7!®. This reading is supported by 
Tertullian, Adv. Marc. iii. 7, ‘qui adsistebant’, and Cyprian, 
Test. ii. 26, ‘qui adsistebant ei’. In 7'° there is apparently an 
order of angels in immediate attendance on the Ancient of Days. 
If we might insert N’oNpP before ‘7127p in the MT, we could inter- 
pret this class of angels as a like order in attendance on ‘the one 
like unto asonofman’. This use of Dup ov has already occurred 
in 71°, The text then would run ‘they that stood before him 
(i.e. the Son of Man) brought him near to him (the Ancient of 
Days)’. So at all events Justin understood the text. Thus 
these attendants are angels of the Son of Man, Afol. i. 31, 
as vids avOpmmov epyerat emdve tay vepeAGv Tod odpavod Kal ai ayyehot adTod 
ovv airs. These, as his escort, present him to the Ancient of 
Days: Dial, 31 of rapeornkdres mpoonyayov. The text is uncertain. 

74, The sovereignty of the Saints (7!%%%?") is described as 
everlasting and in terms used elsewhere of the sovereignty of 
God: cf. 3% (4°), 62726. There is no personal Messiah. The 
writer of the Parables of 1 Enoch 37-71 was the first student of 
our text, so far as existing literature goes, to interpret ‘one 
like a son of man’ in this passage as relating to an individual. 
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The moment he did so he rose to the conception of a super- 
human Messiah, by following the natural method of interpreting 
the vision. See second note on preceding verse. 

75, And my spirit... even of me Daniel. The original ‘nn 
Seo mx is literally ‘the spirit of me Daniel’. This construc- 
tion of the pronoun with the suffix is common to both Aramaic 
and Hebrew. For the former cf. Ezra 72! SADWHAIS 728 %3D, 
and for the latter in 8! of our author and 1 Sam. 25% ‘28 °3 
‘on me’. Cf. Cowley 8114 where mx = ‘of me’. 

Was distressed. 1n 13208 the daghesh in the yodh is to call 
attention to its being a consonant here. The Hebrew rendering 
of this verb combined with ‘ni5 occurs in 2° ‘7 DYBMi—a phrase 
which occurs in Gen. 41%. In 2! of our text the translator uses 
the Hithpa‘el *nY Oyann), 

Therewith. So the LXX év rovros. Here the MT reads 13 
m2, which is rendered ‘in the midst of the sheath’ if we 
punctuate 7273, or ‘in the midst of its sheath’ if we punctuate 
A272 or 7373. The word is of Persian origin wzddna (Bevan). 
It is found in later Hebrew—1z Chron. 212’, where it bears the 
meaning of the ‘scabbard’ or ‘sheath’ of a sword. It is strange 
that, when it means the sheath of a sword in the Targums, it is 
written 827 or NID: ef... 2 Sam. 20° 5. Ezek... a1 ** =: Jer iqg 
Ezek. 21345; except in 1 Sam. 1751; Ezek. 215°, In the former 
of the last two passages according to Levy, Ch. W. i. 403: 
il. 93 both readings are found: in my copy of the Targum s37) 
is given. The latter seems a corruption of the former. We 
may reasonably conclude that x25 was always used to mean 
sheath of a sword. Turning to the use of x25) we find that Levy 
gives only two passages where it occurs in the same connexion 
as in our text, i.e. Sanh. 108° (nya + + xbw = ‘that their soul 
should not return to it sheath’) and Ber. rabba, § 26, which, as 
Driver recognizes, are in all likelihood based on our text. But 
if our text is itself corrupt, these two passages are as worthless 
as their original. 

Noting thesingular character of this phrase, Weiss, Buhl, Marti, 
and Driver emend 4953 133 into 739 #93 ‘on this account’. But 
Driver recognizes that }*12 occurs only in the Jerusalem Targums. 
To this we may add the further fact that it is unknown in the 
Aramaic inscriptions and the Aram. Papyri. Hence I conclude 
that this attractive suggestion is of doubtful worth, and suggest 
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in its stead that M4213 is to be taken as a corruption of Ay2, 
of which the LXX ey rotvros and Vulg. in his would be exact ren- 
derings. The corruption lies, therefore, in 125) and not in the 
v3, which occurs as a preposition in our text in 375, 7), but in 
4’ and in Ezra in 4 in the form xa. Furthermore it occurs 
in the Aram. Pap. frequently as an adverb = ‘therein’ or 
‘therewith’, and in a connexion exactly similar to that in our 
text. Thus in 29 932 3225 3» ‘our heart is content therewith’: 
as also in 15%, 20%. It is thus a familiar phrase, and 132 
was thus used for the first time in Aramaic hitherto known 
aS a preposition in Ezra 41, 6? (with suffixes and also in 
the Persian period} with nouns, Lidzbarski, Eph., p. 211, b? 
xn. 13= ‘in the fortress’, as in our author, later in the 
Targums). Thus on the basis of the LXX supported by the 
usage of the phrase in older Aramaic and the grammatical use 
of 133 in our author I have emended as above, and therefore 
translate ‘therewith’ or ‘in this matter’. Is mm a real 
Aramaic word? It is found once in late Hebrew in the O.T., 
i.e. 1 Chron, 212". : 

71°. One of them that stood by. This appears to be one of the 
angels in attendance on God (71°). The angel gives at first a 
short and summary answer (7!"_1), and afterwards a full inter- 
pretation in answer to Daniel’s request for further information. 
In the visions of the earlier prophets God Himself spake to the 
prophets (Amos 7, 8; Isa. 6; Jer. 1, &c.) but in the later prophets 
the part of the interpreter is discharged by an angel in Zech. 
17-68; Daniel 1; Enoch; Test. xii Patriarchs; Jubilees; 2 Baruch; 
4 Ezra. In Ezek. 40-48 we have a combination of both methods, 
and this section accordingly marks the period of transition from 
the one method to the other. 

71-18, The angel’s interpretation of the vision in 714. 

71, Kings. Here the LXX, Th. (Saorcia), and Vulg. read 
‘kingdoms’. But this is only an interpretation and not a 
translation, seeing that in 87° ‘kings’ are used as synonymous 
with kingdoms. 

[Which are four.| This phrase is omitted by the LXX:. It is 
certainly unnecessary; for the seer knows perfectly well the 
number of the kingdoms. It may be due to a corruption of the. 
original text attested by the LXX. See next note. 

‘Which shall be destroyed from the earth’. So the LXX.ai 
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drodoivrat and tis vis. So also Justin, Dial. 31. Here the LXX 
is certainly right and the MT hopelessly wrong. To say that 
these kingdoms ‘arise from the earth’ is contrary to the traditional 
idea as to the origin of these kingdoms; for as we know from 
Jewish tradition these kingdoms arose from the sea; cf. Rev. 13! 
ék tis Oaddoons Onpiov avaBaivov; 4 Ezra 11! ‘ascendebat de mari 
aquila’; cf. 12!°"11;1 also Rev. 117, 17°, where the beast comes 
from the abyss, or 131! where it denotes the priesthood of the 
imperial cultus. But it is not only contrary to tradition but to the 
belief of our author himself. For in 7° we read that ‘four great 
beasts came up from the sea’. But this is not all. Even Th. 
preserves in its conflate text the earlier reading, as we shall see 
presently, and the later redactional addition. 

Again let us observe how wholly incongruous is the text of 
the MT. The angel interprets the vision in 71*7~1, and tells 
Daniel that these kingdoms ‘shall arise’ out of the earth. But 
it cannot be said of the Babylonian empire, even from the 
assumed date of the Seer (i.e. 6th cent. B.c.), that it ‘shall arise’ ; 
for it has already arisen and is fast nearing its end. But this is 
not all. Immediately after this incorrect statement as to the 
Suture rise of the heathen empires, the angel proceeds to declare, 
without a single allusion to their subsequent destruction, that the 
Saints of the Most High shall receive the kingdom. Yet in 
the vision itself an entire section 7111‘, prior to the setting up of 
the Messianic kingdom, is devoted first to the destruction of the 
power of the beasts, and then to that of the beasts themselves. 

Now the way out of the above zmpasse lies before us in the 
LXX: ‘These great beasts are four kingdoms, which shall be 
destroyed from off the earth’, the relative clause of which is 
a translation of NY"N jd (or jyTIIM, cf. 74) aN s. Of the 
correctness of this retroversion we may feel reasonably confident, 
seeing that in 2*4, 711 6 droddtva is a rendering of 33%. 

If this was the original text, we ought to be able to explain 
some of the corruptions in the other versions. With the Vulg. 
we need not concern ourselves, since it is almost a reproduction 
of the MT. The Pesh. follows the MT closely but it does not 


admit that the beasts arose ‘from the earth’: it changes this 

1 4 Ezra 13° which represents the Messiah as arising from the sea is against 
Jewish tradition and should be excised as an interpolation. All the versions 
except the Latin contain this interpolation. 
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into ‘on the earth’ and so escapes creating a violent contradiction 
with the statement in 7°. We have now to deal with Th. (repro- 
duced by Hippolytus in his commentary on Daniel (c. 210-230) 
iv. IO tadra rd Onpia ra Tégoapa, téooapes Bacideiar avaoryoovra. émt THs 
yas al apOnoovra. dvaornoovra is a rendering of ;y\p*, but, as the 
Pesh., Th. has changed ‘from the earth’ to ‘on the earth’, 
As we have already observed, Th. is conflate, as the relative 
clause ai dp@jcovra proves. It has all the appearance of the 
addition of a later hand. At all events atpw is not used by Th. 
elsewhere with the meaning it clearly bears here; for this 
clause = ‘which shall be destroyed’ (= j1138') or ‘pass away’ 
= jy). The LXX renders my noon by iris od pay apdn in 714, 
and JANN by jpas in Isa. 2614. This addition to Th. was made by 
a scribe who was acquainted with another form of the Aramaic 
text than that which Th. reproduces. This text preserved 
pias’, which the LXX presupposes, or possibly jy’ a corrup- 
tion of it. Thus Th. in its present form reproduces the mean- 
ingless text of the reviser avacrjcovra, but a later scribe adds the 
original reading in a relative clause. We can now rewrite the 
text which not only Jewish tradition on this question, but also 
the actual text of our author in 73 and the LXX and even Th. 
require, and this text was 1 pa>o Ayany pox NNII39 NNN poy 
xpos jd pax’ ‘These great beasts are four kings which shall be 
destroyed from off the earth’. 

78. Saints of the Most High. Cf. 722%%2T, poyby wp (ren- 
dered by the LXX and Th. by dyn tiorov) is a peculiar designa- 
tion for the Saints; for in 41° wtp is used of an angel. This 
phrase is entirely different from poy spon. In the Psalms 
(304, 3178, &c.) the Saints are the oon. But our author has 
chosen the phrase in our text to express the divine or super- 
natural character of God's people as contrasted with the other 
peoples of the earth. In 77472 ‘the Saints of the Most High’ 
are spoken of simply as ‘saints’. See note on 7°. poydy may 
here, as Hitzig and other scholars explain it, be due to the 
plural preceding. Cf. DNd2 Ma as the plural of xda ma (Isa. 
4272, Other scholars with Driver take ody as plural of 
majesty, and compare the use of nwip for God in Prov. 9! 
also Joshua 241%. m5y is not Aramaic but Hebrew. The 
Aramaic equivalent for it is N>Y, nxdy, Ate CO ake 

The kingdom. Though the phrase ‘kingdom of God’ is not 
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found in Daniel, we have here substantially the thought for 
which it stands. The thought here is not ‘the divine sove- 
reignty ’—the meaning it bears all but universally in the N.T. 
and Rabbinic writings, but ‘a divinely organized community’. 
This is clear from 7!4, where the rule of the saints is described 
in terms that are elsewhere used of the rule of God Himself: 
cf. 42184), 626, 

Possess. jonn is found often in the Arm. Pap. (Cowley, 7”, 8, 
&c.). The Hebrew also has nouns and adjectives derived from 
this Aramaic(?) root. As Cowley remarks (p. 20) it is the 
regular word for ‘holding property’. 

The kingdom. MT, Pesh., and Vulg. add ‘for ever and’ 
against LXX and Th. 

7°. To know the truth. Nay. is the Pa‘el inf. of ay. We 
have the adjective 2'3! = ‘certain’, ‘true’ in 2°*, and a sub- 
stantive N2’y" in 71°. 

Nails of brass. The absence of this phrase in 7’ is strange. 

7°, That had eyes. In nd poy it is said that we have the 
solitary instance of vav apodosis in Biblical Aramaic. But in 
Cowley’s edition of the Avram. Pap. Ah. 160 we have a fifth 
century B.c. example of this idiom in Aramaic, if his restoration 
of the passage is valid, which is doubtful. In the Hebrew in 
81° we have another use of vav, i.e. vav explicative. See Ges.- 
Kautzsch, § 154 a, n. 8. 

Appearance was more stout, &c. The small horn (7°) grew 
quickly to a great size (8°). 

721-22. A recapitulation of 7°17 138-14, The only addition is 
the clause ‘and prevailed against them’. This is repeated in 
another form in 7”’, where the little horn is to ‘wear down the 
saints’. The clause ‘made war with the saints’ has already 
occurred according to the original text. 

771. Prevailed against them: till the intervention of the Most 
High. 

7. The Ancient of Days, i.e. 2" pny. Here the apocalyptic 
form of the expression (see 7° note) is dropped as in 718. 

Judgement (sat and dominion) was given. \here follow Ewald 
and other scholars in restoring xu5vy 3m before am’. Cf. 710, 
14, 26,27, Otherwise a different meaning must be assigned to 89 
here (i.e. ‘judgement’, i.e. ‘justice ’) from that which belongs to 
it in 7!%6, i.e. ‘judgement was given in favour of the saints’, 
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The saints do not judge, but God alone. They are His 
assessors. 

The time came, i.e. the time fixed by God as the limit of 
heathen rule. Cf. Luke 218 6 xapos tyyexer. 

Lake possession of. On this meaning of jDnn see note on7'8, 

T°. A fourth kingdom ... diverse from all the kingdoms. This 
kingdom was different in the eyes of the Seer from all. the 
kingdoms that went before, and more terrible in its destructive 
activities. 

The whole earth. This is to be understood rhetorically as 
in 299, 

7**. Shall be diverse, &. The eleventh king shall be diverse 
from the ten not only in removing his three predecessors, but in 
his blasphemies against the Most High and his persecution of 
the saints. 

7. Speak words against (xd) the Most High. Cf. 1196 ‘ Speak 
marvellous things against (Sy) the God of gods’. 

Against. Though 4x) is derived from the Hebrew 43, it bears 
a meaning which has no parallel in the Hebrew. In the sense 
of ‘against’ the Hebrew would be 725 as in 101%, Prov. 213°, 
? after certain verbs (Gen. 2742; 2 Kings 5”, &c.), or by as in the 
parallel passage in our author in 115%, Nor in the Targums 
does 4¥> appear ever to be used in a hostile sense. Hence 
the word may be simply a corruption of $y, which bears a hostile 
sense in 31929 (by - + pw), 65. By this word the Pesh. renders 
the preposition that stood in the text and the Vulg. by contra. 
The LXX and Th. have here respectively «is and mpés, which 
show no sign of the presence of such a peculiar word as sy). 
In 3! Th. has émi, 329 card, as renderings of by. In 3% the LXX 
renders Sy (= ‘against’) by «is, in 3! by emi. 

Wear out. The Pe‘al of x53 occurs in the sense of ‘to be worn 
out’ in the Aram. Pap. (Cowley 26"). Here it is the Pa‘el, and 
‘shall wear out’ expresses the meaning well. Cf. LXX kara- 
rpiwet, Th. wakadoce, There is no ground, therefore, for taking 
it to mean ‘shall afflict’, as Bevan suggests, who compares 
t Chron. 17? where tnbad is substituted for imayd, cf. 2 Sam, 729. 
Driver compares the Targ. on Isa. 31°, ‘the faces of the poor ye 
wear away’ (p?20). 

Shall think: i.e. 720’. This word occurs in the Aram. Pap. 
(Cowley, 37’). 
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The times and the law. Antiochus attempted to suppress the 
religious festivals of the Jews and the law: cf. 1 Macc. 1%. 
The law (n1= Hebrew m1n) here is the Mosaic law as in 6), 
and. the times are the set times for all the Jewish religious 
observances, as well as their great festivals. Antiochus inter- 
fered also with the heathen cults: cf. 1 Macc. 1414%, a passage 
which is confirmed by our text in 117, 

A time and times and half a time. The same expression in its 
Hebrew form recurs in 127 and in Greek in Rev. 12! xapéy kai 
Kkatpovs Kat fpov xatpoo, A time here means a year as in 41° (see 
note). Hence this period during which the Jewish religion was 
to be suppressed was three and a half years. This was the 
traditional limit assigned to the kingdom of the Antichrist. 
Here this period began with the legation of Apollonius about 
June, 168, 1 Macc. 17°29, and terminated in 165 B.c. on the 
25th of Chislev (i.e. Dec.) on the rededication of the Temple 
(1 Macc. 45? 8). The edict of Antiochus (1 Macc. 1*!sea4-) was 
issued contemporaneously with or later than the legation of 
Apollonius and was enforced on Chislev (Dec.) 15, 168 (1 Macc. 
154), If we assume that the edict of Antiochus followed im- 
mediately on the legation of Apollonius, then the rededication 
of the Temple occurred exactly three years after its desecration. 
In any case this prediction was fulfilled with reasonable accuracy. 
For like predictions cf. that of Jeremiah relating to Hananiah in 
Jer. 28!°"17, or of Isaiah in relation to Damascus, Isa. 8*, which 
was fulfilled within three years or so (Montg.). See note on 814, 
where another suggestion as to the beginning of this period is 
given. 

Times. }'29 has here a dual sense, cf. }'Y in 7°. 

7° 2", At the close of the three and a half years the judgement 
will take place, and the kingdom of the Saints be established, which 
1s to embrace every country under heaven and not merely the yee 
kingdom. 

7°. The judgement shall sit. Cf. 71°11».22. am’ Imperfect of 3, 

His dominion shall be taken away. Literally ‘they shall take 
away his dominion’. Cf. 7 

So that it may be consumed, &c. AWwINd, Active to be rendered 
passively in English. 

Unto everlasting. si Ty (‘unto the end’) as in 62°, 

7". Of the kingdoms, i.e. m9 which is in the construct before 
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the preposition ninn and the following words—all which are 
treated as a substantive—-in Aramaic a unique construction. In 
Hebrew we find the construct case frequently before prepositions : 
before 3 in Isa. 9? a*ypa nny ‘the joy in the harvest’; 2 Sam. 12); 
also before >, bY, 1, °Y. See Ges.-Kautzsch, § 130 a. This 
construction is frequent in Syr. 

Under the whole heaven. Cf. g!* and Deut. 2%, 419, &c., whence 
this phrase is derived. 

Shall be given. The perfect 2% is used for the future to 
express certainty. Cf. 6° xonown and 1136 any. 

Its kingdom ts an everlasting kingdom. The kingdom is that of 
the Saints. On this phrase see note on 431. The same terms 
are applied to the kingdom of the Saints as to the kingdom of 
God. They ultimately come to be one and the same. 

78. Here, lit. ‘hitherto ’= Hebrew 72¥ Exod. 716; Josh. 1714 

My thoughts, &c. Cf. 4369), 56 10, 

Changed upon me. Or, since ‘upon me’ is a dativus ethicus 
simply read ‘changed’. Cf. 5%°. 

Kept the matter in my heart. Cf. LXX 4% (rots Adyous ev 17 
kapdia wuvernpnoe) : Gen. 37", T. Lev. 62, 8!°; Luke 29, 


SECTION VIII 


i.e. Chapter 8, the Vision of the Seer in the third year of 
Belshazzar. 

The introduction to this chapter deals wholly with the MT, 
the LXX, and other Versions. and the help rendered by the 
versions towards the recovery of the original Hebrew version or 
even of the Aramaic original. 

§ 1. Hebrew renderings in the MT of Aramaic phrases which have 
already occurred in 2*~". 

8°, mM '3D *nN a rendering of yx) nnn Sonwn in 7%. 

87, inDD pak ae moan 393 7719, In these 
two passages exactly the same events are recorded of Antiochus. 

8°. pTYyy NINN jap (emended) a rendering of Ayr NN PAP 7°. 

my ” ” nvm 34 7" ee 

815, Aya AWPAN) By naw may 722, 


§ 2. Interpolations in the MT. ; 
82, ‘nx33 Nn where it has a different meaning from that which 
it has in 8! and usually. See note zm /oc. 
02 
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82, prna axis. See note 7 Joc. 

821. ~ywn interpolated after ayn. First appeared as a 
marginal gloss, explaining the Aramaism. 

824, yn93 NPI. 


§ 3. Corruptions in the MT emended by means of the LXX and 
other versions. 

8. ory[n] way, LXX, Th. zpdyos aiyav. 

88. nun corrupt for many, LXX érepa. 

81-18, MT very corrupt. Read omn myn adsan Naya ww oy) 
ywan donn ‘nam? by ino 2. ody wopn Dip sown) qonn 
pown ywaM ToT Ton... 13h, AM PYM ANWY) AYN NON 7A 
DOW MT) YIP) jA2. 

LXX ¢énpOn bvoia kat éppayOn 6 rém0s [atrar | ... kal 76 Gytov épnuw6n- 
cera, 2. éyernOnoav emt tH Ovoia ai aGuapria ... 13... 7 
Ovoia [4] dpbcioa Kai 4 dpaptia epnpocews [)] S06cioa kat ra ya epnpoby- 
cerat eis katandtnua. So the LXX, save that I have reversed the 
order of the first two verbs in ver. 11, and transposed @voia kai 
before éppax4n as cai Ovcia. See notes 7” Joc. 

84, +x corrupt for "x (so LXX, Th., Pesh., and Vulg.). 

872, ‘1319 corrupt for 39 (so LX X, Th., and the context). 

823, DYWBI On corrupt for OP yws on3 (LXX and Th. (Pesh. 
and Vulg.)). Here there were three variants in the Hebrew 
version. onn> could be retained in an intransitive sense. But 
this would be against the translator’s usage. 

824, mn nyxdao corrupt (?) for awn’ “3. This corruption has 
already occurred in the MT. in 2Sam. 20! ; it is equally possible 
in the Aramaic; see note 77% Joc. 


§ 4. Words lost in MT restored. 
88. ap (with LXX, Th., Vulg.). 
oi4.t8 See anders... : 
817, ey before Oyx (with LXX and Th,). 


§ 5. Dittographs in the original Hebrew Version, before the 
translator of the LXX, some of which may be duplicate ren- 
derings of the original Aramaic text. 

87. owérpwyev in the LX.X = wappn (an Aramaic word) where 
the true reading is attested by the MT. oD = Th. ovendrycev, 
The original Aram. verb was most probably DD": cf. 779. 

811, LXX has éws 6 dpxiotpatnyos pvoerae THY aixpatoolay = AW IY 
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sawn Dyn navn. Here the MT has Syan xayn cw sy. This 
doublet may have arisen within the Hebrew version, in which 
case ‘avn would be a dittograph of xayn and Syn of Syn. 

8". LXX here implies dittographs in the Hebrew: ra épy ra 
an aiévos = WONT Nn and &€éhpbn Ovola = IN DVN. 

8U-12, LXX ebwdednoar kai eyernOn . . . emoinge Kai evodabn (= MT) 
Anwyn wdoym and MT ambym anwyy. These are variants inside 
the Hebrew version. 

8!°. See note i /oc. where the Hebrew presupposed by the 
LXX and the MT are given together. It is possible that these - 
two may be due to an internal corruption in the Aramaic original. 
LXX 6 avOparos’ emi 76 mpoataypa = saat x31, MT = 2307 Seaa, 
The entire last clause of 8!° in the LXX is a doublet of the 
preceding nine words. The preceding nine words are an exact 
translation of the MT. 

§74¢0—252 See notes 77 loc. 


§ 6. Aramatsms tn the MT or the Hebrew presupposed by the LXX. 


82. ax (so LXX, Pesh., Vulg.) = ‘gate’ where the MT has 
Saw = ‘river’. 

8°. 75¥ is really an Aramaism. 

8". ovvérprpev (L_XX) presupposes an Aramaic verb. See §5 
above. 


81. Unto me Daniel, i.e. bw xs. This idiom is both 
Hebrew and Aramaic. See 7! note. 

After that which appeared. in 5830 the Massoretes regarded 
3 (before the perfect Niph‘al) as the equivalent of "wK as in 
Joshua 10*4; 1 Kings 11°; 1 Chron. 26%, &c.: but Ges.- Kautzsch 
(§ 138 z, h) regards 7839 (the participle) as the most probable 
reading. 

UE aba i.e. ndnna ‘at the first’, first in a series : cf. 9%, 
Gen. 13°, 421, 43"° 20, 

82. The seer is carried in a vision to Shushan, as Ezekiel was 
carried to Jerusalem, Ezek. 8?-11%4, 407 894- 

And I was in Shushan. Here the MT inserts before these 
words the clause ‘Dk72 J") (drawn from 8). Hence we may 
translate ‘{ Now it was so when I saw] that I was in Shushan’. 
But I have omitted the bracketed words since they are not to be 
found in the LXX, Th., Pesh., or Vulgate, nor in Hippolytus’ 
Commentary on the text of Th. Moreover the interpolated 
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clause adds nothing to the text. It is a mere tautology. 
This interpolation must have been made not earlier than the 
third or fourth century A.p. according to the evidence of the 
Versions. It is found ina few late Greek MSS. and inChrysostom 
and Theodoret. 

The idiom ‘~1*** nna Mm is good Hebrew, though the 
action or event introduced by the vav clause is here contem- 
poraneous with that expressed by ‘nwa: cf. Gen. 197? nnwa 7 
sam'''. This, so far as I am aware, is a very rare usage. 
The action or event introduced in the second clause is almost 
always subsequent to that expressed by 3 with the inf. after °n): 
ck Genie 4’, 2173) 1 °Sam:-30%;.2 Sam: a77 3) Kingsi4, aca, 
1 Chron. 152°; Esther 2°, 3*, and 8° in our text. But in the 
present passage it seems justifiable to regard this construction 
with its exceptional meaning as due to an accidental interpolation, 
and not as one authenticating this exceptional idiom. 

Shushan the palace or ‘castle’. This is the regular descrip- 
tion of Shushan’ in. the O.T.: Neh. 1's Esther 2°, 2°° cae 
The word for ‘castle’ or ‘citadel’ is nv’3—late Hebrew, and 
probably a loan-word from the Assyrian birtu, ‘ fortress’ (De- 
litzsch, Ass. H., p. 185: quoted by Driver), and found else- 
where only in 1 Chron, 29%"*> Ezra 6°; Neh. 2°, 9° “Tis 
citadel of Shushan, i.e. Susa, was celebrated for its strength in 
ancient times (Herod. v. 49). As the citadel, it is distinguished 
from the city in Esther 3°. Shushan was in later times probably 
the capital of Elam. The first Susa with its palace was destroyed 
by Assur-bani-pal (668-626 B.c.). See K. B. ii. 203 seqq. To 
this Susa there is no reference in the O.T. It was refounded 
by Darius Hystaspes (521-485 B.c.), and according to Xenophon 
(Cyrop. viii. 6. 22) ‘was the winter residence of the Persian 
kings, the rest of the year being spent by them at Babylon and 
Ecbatana’ (Encyc. Bib., IV. 4499 sq.). 

Elam, Shushan is here said to be in Elam, but in Ezra 4° it 
is distinguished from it. 

After Elam the MT adds ‘and I saw in the vision’. This 
clause appears to be a dittograph of the opening clause, and the 
fact that the LX. X (according to Syr*) and Th. and Hippolytus 
(Comment. in Dan. xxv) omit it transforms this possibility into 
a practical certainty. 

The trivert Ulai. The versions here diverge from the MT. 
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Th. omits Ulai and reads simply 0%8a here and in wv. 3, 6. So 
far as it goes, however, it supports the MT baw, which is merely 
a phonetic variation of bay in Jer. 17%» But the LXX (mpos ry 
dy), Pesh., and Vulg. presuppose not 5a but day = ‘gate’ 
here and in vv. 3, 6 (Vulg. not in ver. 3, where it reads ‘ palu- 
dem’). The latter is an Aramaic word (J. Aram., Syr. llas/, 
Assyrian abullu), and it is possible that it was originally in the 
text. The phrase would then mean the ‘water gate of the Ulai’. 
The Ulai flowed close to Shushan. This reading would suit in 
ver. 3; for the ram representing Media and Persia would then 
be standing in front of the water gate that commanded the 
entrance to Shushan, while ver. 6 represents the he-goat (i.e. 
Alexander the Great) as attacking the ram who stood in front of 
the water gate. We know that Nearchus brought reinforce- 
ments up this river to Alexander. 

Ulat. This is the Eulaeus on which, according to Pliny 
(HN. vi. 27), Susa was situated, though Herodotus (i. 188, v. 
49, 52) places it on the Choaspes. Three rivers flow from the 
north near Susa into the Persian Gulf: the Kerkha (= the 
ancient Choaspes); the Abdizful (= the Coprates) which falls 
into the Karun =the Pasitigris); and the Eulaeus, ‘a large 
artificial canal . . . which left the Choaspes at Pai Pul, about 
twenty miles NW. of Susa, passed close by the town of Susa on 
the N. or NE., and afterwards joined the Coprates’ (Driver). 

83. I lifted up my eyes and saw, i.e. in the vision: cf. Gen. 317°, 
Zech, 23,'51?, 61. 

+Rivert. See note on ver. 2. 

A single ram, i.e. 1n8 >. So the words should be rendered. 
The ns is here a definite numeral as on 10°: cf. Konig, Syntax, 
§ 291 a. 

Ram. The ram was a well-known symbol of might and 
dominion: - cfi-Ezek. 177°, -391°;, 1: Enoch 89%", .9011416,31 
(before 161 B.c.). But though a single ram is a symbol of the 
kingdoms of Media and Persia in our text, since they are 
regarded as akin to each other, their diversity is brought forward. 
The ram has two horns, the stronger which comes up later 
represents Persia, while the earlier and weaker represents 
Media. Cf. 2°° for a like distinction. 

Horns. O32 and Y33) ver. 7 are duals, but the vocalization 
follows the analogy of the plural. Elsewhere we find always 
DP, V2: see Ges.-Kautzsch, § 93 %. 
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8. The conquests of Cyrus and Cambyses. 

The eastern conquests of the Achaemenidae were of no 
interest to the Jew, and it is urged that on this ground they are 
not mentioned. Seeing, however, that the LXX reads mpis 
dvaro\ds before mpds Boppay cai mpds dvopas Kai peonuBptay, the phrase 
may belong to the original text, since the Seer is represented as 
seeing in vision the actual conquests of the Persians, which of 
course extended to the east as well as to the other quarters of 
the earth. 

Thrusting, i.e. butting: used of animals Exod. 21%, and then 
applied figuratively to nations 11*—symbolized as animals: cf. 
Deut793's Psc44°: 

No beasts could stand before him. For this idom ‘295 wy" cf. 
Judges 2!4; 2 Kings 1o*: also in our author 8’, 1116 For this 
idiom with quite a different meaning cf. 1° 

Neither was there any that could deliver, i.e. D3 Psi. In ver. 7 
there is an equivalent phrase. But the LX X and Th. presuppose 
‘neither was there the one that could deliver’, i.e. YT, 

According to his will, i.e. his caprice. Cf. 113163°, Esther 9°. 

Magnified himself. Cf. vv. 8, 11, 25. There is a nuance of 
arrogance and insolence to the word: cf. Ps. 55!%, Jer. 487° 

8°-7, An he-goat (= the Greek empire) attacks the ram and 
overcomes it, especially in the two great conflicts at Issus and 
Arbela. The goat had a notable horn between its eyes, i.e. 
Alexander the Great (871). 

8. Was observing and behold. Here Ain) pay ‘nn is the 
Hebrew equivalent, and no doubt the rendering of the Aramaic 
2M) nn Panvy—a phrase which has already occurred in 78 in 
a like connexion. 

An he-goat. Since the LXX and Th. have here rpdyos aiyév, and 
further since in apocalyptic visions significant terms and phrases 
are on their first occurrence mentioned without the article, but 
on their recurrence with the article, we should correct py 
ovyn into oy Waxy (2 Chr. 29”). In proof of the usage just men- 
tioned many illustrations could be quoted from r Enoch and 
other Jewish Apocalypses, but the reader can verify this usage 
in Rev. 4° "8 résoapa (a... Ta réccapa Ga: 5° 8 dpviov . . . roo 
dpviov : 529 Gadacoay vadiny ... 7. Oar. 7. bar. &c. Marti wrongly 
observes that the article in the Hebrew is due to the fact that 
the beast here is the well-known beast. Apocalyptic usage is 
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against this statement, no matter how important the thing may 
be. When this expression recurs in ver. 8 it necessarily has 
the article. Even in this verse we have a further illustration of 
this usage, i.e. ‘a notable horn’. Now as to the antiquity of 
this phrase, WD¥ or ONY Wa¥ occurs only in late Hebrew such 
as Ezra 8® ; 2 Chron. 2921; in Biblical Aramaic Ezra 617; in the 
Targums, in Talmudic Hebrew, and in Syriac. “py, therefore, 
appears in Hebrew to be a loan-word from Aramaic. ‘The 
classical Hebrew word for he-goat is ‘ny, which, however, is 
only used in the plural. As the word in our text, it is used 
figuratively of princes and leaders: cf. Isa. 149, Ezek. 341”. 

And touched not the ground. Here ¥3)) }*8) should be taken as 
ya3 33281, which is Classical Hebrew. Cf. ver. 27 for a like 
phrase, and 12° for the idea. The words themselves recall the 
swift march of Cyrus in Isa. 41°, ‘with his feet he treadeth not 
the road’. 

A ‘tnotablet horn. nn xp = ‘a horn of conspicuousness ’. 
In vv. 8 and 21 it is called ‘the great horn’. We have some- 
what analogous expressions in 2 Sam. 237, ‘a goodly man’ (lit. 
‘a man of appearance’ AND WN); I Chron. 117° ANID WN = ‘a 
man of great stature’. For nin, which Th. omits, the LXX 
reads &=nnx._ There is no early attestation of mtn. The 
Vulg. supports it: ‘cornu insigne’; the LX X 6ewpnrév is aste- 
risked as a later addition: in Th. it appears in the manuscripts 
AT. Hence I have marked this reading as doubtful. Perhaps 
we should read with the LXX ‘a horn’. 

This notable horn is Alexander the Great, who crossed the 
Hellespont in 334 B.c., overthrew Darius Codomannus at Issus 
in 333, traversed Palestine, reduced Egypt, and, finally crushed 
Persia at Arbela in 331. After further victorious campaigns in 
the far East and in India, he died of fever in 323 B.c. 

8". Come close unio. OyN after a verb of motion, denotes closer 
proximity than does “y in the preceding verse. byx is not used 
after verbs of motion save in this verse, in ver. 17, and 2 Chron. 
28% Levy (VHWB.) cites no instance of the use of this 
preposition after verbs of motion from the Talmudic writings. 
It seems, therefore, to have been of late origin and confined to 
a limited area. 

Was moved with choler, i.e. w2712n’. The Hithpalpal of 7 
is not found elsewhere in Biblical Hebrew save here and in 11". 
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It is used seldom in late Hebrew. Th.’s rendering ¢&nypuivéy 
here (cf. 1114) is good. 

Trod upon him. pm, which is used in 2 Kings 14° allegorically 
of a wild beast ‘treading down’ its enemy, is here and in ver. Io, 
it can hardly be doubted, a Hebrew rendering of the Aramaic 
pp4, which is used in 7” !9 in describing exactly the same action 
on the part of Alexander the Great. I have, therefore, in all 
four passages rendered these two verbs by the same English 
verb. Since the LXX has ovvérpee in this verse, and carazarew 
in 81°, 77, it possibly found 37007! instead of wnpp. But the 
former is an Aramaic verb = the Hebrew yy". 

88. Death of Alexander and the division of his empire into four 
kingdoms. 

The great horn was broken. Alexander was struck down by 
a fever when he had reached the summit of his power. 

Others, (even) four ‘horns’. The MT reads Y398 DN which 
Hitzig and others render ‘four conspicuous (horns)’, and 
Ewald ‘as it were four horns’. But Graetz, Bevan, Kamphausen, 
Loehr, Driver, &c., rightly reject both renderings. Both are 
questionable renderings, and as a matter of fact the former is at 
variance with our author’s own statement in ver. 22, where they 
are described as lacking in the power of Alexander. But the 
LXX with its rendering érepa réscapa xépara enabled Graetz, 
followed (herein) by most recent scholars, to emend nin into 
ninns. Hence the above rendering. Further, since the LXX, 
Th., and Vulg. include ‘horns’ in their renderings I have restored 
it. Th. and Vulg. give no equivalent for nin. The corruption 
in the MT arose probably from ver. 5. The mons must be 
taken as standing in apposition to the number that follows, 
as in my rendering. Otherwise we should expect yas 
nians op: cf. 12°, Ezra 11°, &c. But in 8° we have a like 
construction. 

On the death of Alexander his empire became the cause of 
endless rivalries and wars amongst his generals, which raged 
over twenty years before a final settlement was arrived at through 
the battle of Ipsus in Phrygia in gor. By this settlement Egypt 
was confirmed to Ptolemy in the south; Asia Minor including 
Paphlagonia and Pontus to Lysimachus in the north; Seleucus 
received Syria, Babylonia, and other eastern provinces as far as 
the Indus in the east ; Cassander, Macedonia, and Greece in the 
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west. These four new kingdoms rose on the ruins of Alexander’s 
empire and are symbolized by the ‘four horns’. 

8°14, The ‘little horn’, i.e. Antiochus IV (Epiphanes), 175- 
164 B.c. Cf. 1 Macc. 11°, Josephus, Ané. x. 11. 7. 

8°. Our author passes over without mention all the Seleucidae 
from 301-175 B.c. His sole concern is with Antiochus Epiphanes, 
whom he regarded as the last and greatest enemy of the Jews 
and of their faith. 

Of them, i.e. 07% where the suffix is masc. though ‘horns’ are 
fem. See Ges.-Kautzsch, § 1350: also note on 1° of our text, 
Some manuscripts read jm. 

Came forth, With 83%} before a feminine subject. Cf. 
1 Kings 22°, 

Another horn, a iittle one, i.e. TYY¥ NDS P—being Bevan’s 
emendation of the MT ys) nos Pp. Here we have the 
Hebrew rendering of the Aramaic phrase 7)¥} “INN 72? 78, just 
as in 8° above we have another Hebrew rendering of a clause 
in the Aramaic of 7°. Bevan’s restoration of the text is accepted, 
or regarded as the best as yet proposed, by Marti, Kamphausen, 
Loehr, and others. The MT is generally regarded as corrupt. 
Ewald emends 771931) into 7)Y¥D= ‘showing smallness’. Graetz 
would excise the initial ». Kdénig’s explanation (Syntax, § 352 z) 
of the MT as ‘a horn less than small’ is unsatisfactory. Bevan’s 
restoration is a real recovery of the original. Even the LXX 
and Th. which represent a corrupt original support Bevan’s 
restoration: i.e. képas ivxupdv &v (Th. é&v icy.); for ioyupdy = ndIy 
an easier corruption of Ayyy than of Ayyn. 

Waxed exceeding great. With sn 5sn cf. Isa. 5612 and the 
use of 77°! (Aram.) in 372, 771% in our author. The LXX has 
kai éndragev = 9) corrupt for 7n). 

Toward the south, i.e. Egypt, cf. 11%, 1 Macc. 11619, 

Toward the east, i.e. Elymais in Persia, invaded by Antiochus 
in the last year of his life. Cf. 1125 *41-, 1 Macc, 3°! %, 61-4, 
But how can the Seer from his vantage ground in Susa refer to 
Persia and Media as the east? It lay to the east of Syria. In 
1 Macc. 6! Elymais is described as ‘a city renowned for riches’: 
in Josephus, Axzé. xii. 9. 1 as ‘a very rich city in Persia’. 

Towards the glorious land. Cf. 113541. In Ezek. 20% 1 
Palestine is called ‘the glory of all lands’ (niy"xn 595 yon vay): 
in Zach. 714 ‘the pleasant land’ (AIpn yoN); in 1 Enoch 89% 
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‘a pleasant and glorious land’. Cf. Jer. 3!°. The text before 
the LXX had pwy i.e. Boppav, and Th. had N2yn i.e. rv dvvapuv— 
both corruptions of ‘237. 

810, ‘The host of heaven’ in this verse represents the people 
of God. The heavenly character and destiny of Israel as dis- 
tinguished from those of the nations is here accentuated as 
elsewhere in our author (see 7!*18 nn.). The phrase ‘the stars 
of heaven’ is a definition ot ‘the host of heaven’, and the vav 
that introduces it is the vav explicative (ct. 77°). This is not 
infrequent in Hebrew, cf. Gen. 41; Exod. 2412, 2512; Isa. 11 
‘Judah and (=and particularly) Jerusalem’), 2': see Ges.- 
Kautzsch, § 154 a. n. 5. In 1 Enoch 46’ ‘the stars of heaven’ 
denote the righteous Jews. Elsewhere in the O.T. ‘the host 
of heaven’ means the stars or the celestial beings in attendance 
on God. See Driver in Hastings, DB. ii. 429 seq. 

Our text here refers to the persecution of the Jews by Antiochus 
Epiphanes and possibly to the murder of the high priest Onias II], 
who is referred to more definitely in 1 Enoch go’. 

811-13, These verses form one of the most difficult passages in 
Daniel owing to the corruptions of the text. Some of the 
foremost scholars regard the text as impossible. Bevan is of 
opinion that ‘no plausible emendation has been suggested’. 
But this hopeless view of the text, if corrected and restored by 
the help of the LX X and Th., does not appear to be well founded. 
It is true that these two versions are themselves very corrupt— 
the LXX being ‘hopelessly confused’ according to Bevan—but 
it is possible in the opinion of the present writer to recover the 
original text in the main. In doing so the accounts of the same 
incidents in 1 Mace. are decidedly helpful. 

Let us study the LXX and Th. of 811,124 side by side with 
the MT. 


204 


MT LXX ans 
Seam wayn Ww bath) €ws 6 apxtotparnyos kal €ws 6 apxiorpatn- 
von Dow DD) tpioeract [riy aixparo- —-yos tpvonract [rhv aly- 
wnpD yay swim oiay) oy oe rye [ra poroviay), kal Ou auray 
dpy ra ar’ alévos] éppdy- Ovaia épaxOn, [kai Ka- 
NIM 12. On, KaieEnpOn 6 rdmos ad’- — tev0d@On aire] Kal rd 


Tay kat Ovota, [Kal €OnKev 
avriy €ws xapal emt ry 
ynv| [kat edwd@dnoay Kai 
> U a ‘ ‘ a 
eyern On| kat 7d aytov 
epnpodnoerat. 


oe > , 
Gyo epnpwdroerat. 
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There are 7” ver. rz of the LXX many dittographs of phrases 
and clauses belonging to ver.12 and even two in Th., as we shall 
show herewith. These (with the exception of the first) were 
originally alternative renderings of the translator which he 
placed in the margin, but which a subsequent copyist incorporated 
in the text and 7 the wrong verse. First of all rv aiypadooiay in 
the LXX and Th. = *2.wn which must be a dittograph of xayn. 
6 dpxotpdtnyos = NINN AW. “Ww in this sense is never translated 
in the LXX or Th. by dpxeerpdrmyos unless nay follows it. The 
insertion of this dittograph in the Hebrew led to the emendation 
of btn into Syn: cf. LXX 847 where 6 udpevos is a rendering of 
by. We thus see that in the first clause these three authorities 
agree. ; 

The next dittograph ra épy ta ax aiéves = SONA YN, which is 
a dittograph of syonn D7. 

There are two other dittographs, the first cat cOnxev airjv éws 
xapal eri rHy yi» contains a dittograph within itself; for gs yapai 
and éni rv yqv are duplicate renderings of AYAN. ¢Onxev aityy seems 
a loose rendering of andwin, In other words we have in ver. 11 
a duplicate rendering of nyaw ++ + t$wm) which belongs to ver. 12. 
Finally xai edwdoOnoar kai éyern) as another dittograph of the last 
words in ver. 12, amdym mnwy, though the order is reversed and 
other changes made. 

But the LXX still presents a confused text, and the confusion 
may have originated in the LXX. Thus we can make nothing 
of 80 aitév éppaxOn kai e&np6n 6 réros a’réy kai 6voia as it stands. But 
the solution of the difficulty is obvious.. There is a transposition 
of the two verbs. ¢&jp6) should be connected immediately with 
évoia; for in 81° we have 7 6vciay dpbeica, Henceasinthe MT the 
LXX should be read kai 80’ avrov Ovaia eénpOn Kai éppaxén 6 rém0s aitav, 

Thus the Hebrew presupposed by the original text of the 
LXX = tomspot dym qonn on tan tabsan saya aw oy 
my’ wtpoi=‘ Even unto the prince of the host it magnified itself, 
and by it the continual burnt offering was taken away and +theirt 
place cast down and the sanctuary laid desolate’. 

This I am convinced was almost to the letter the original text 
of ver. 11 save in the case of nnipe. But we have still to justify 
the last two clauses; for in their stead the MT has }120 sown 


1 Emended from beq9m and 3310 as }7P is feminine. 
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NY) wWIpp=‘and the foundation of his sanctuary was cast down. 
12. And the host’. Instead of wp p20 the LXX presupposes 
wipn) opp. oppo has the support of two MSS. of the MT., 
the Vulgate, and of 2 Macc. 5! 17 19, 20, where Jerusalem is called 
6 rémos in connexion with the attacks of Antiochus on Jerusalem. 
In 1 Macc. 1°! it is recorded that Antiochus had the houses and 
the walls thrown down ; kadeidev rots oikovs abtijs Kat Ta TEelyN aUTTS. 
I conclude then first of all that po (never elsewhere translated 
by rémros in the LXX) of the MT is a corruption of Dipp. 
Secondly, that the original was wspmipo which through the 
transposition of the two underlined letters became the text pre- 
supposed by the LXX wpimnipy and by the loss of the first of 
them and further corruption became the present MT wopn pan. 
Thirdly, the LXX and Th., both of which read kat 14 dyiov epnuwOr- 
cera. as the final clause of this verse, enables us to recover the 
Hebrew before them, i.e. (or 873°) 7782 wIpH’. This verb? is 
really Aramaic, but this is no solid objection in a Hebrew transla- 
tion of an Aramaic original. Besides it had already been adopted 
once into Hebrew, cf. Zeph. 3°. It corresponds constantly in the 
Targum on Ezek. to épyyoty in the LXX. But since LXX and 
Th. omit xy) at the beginning of the next verse, they seem 
to have read sy’ in its stead.” Now in support of the LXX 
and Th. we may quote the remarkable parallel in 1 Macc. 15° 
TO aylacpa avrijs npnpoby. This is an exact equivalent of the clause 
in the LXX and Th. Again in 4°° of the same book it is said 
that Judas and his companions found 76 dyiacpa.. . nonuwpevor, 
Finally in the LXX of our author in 8'° practically the same 
clause recurs 74 dyia epnpodioera, 

Hence if the corruption arose in the Hebrew, the Hebrew of 8! 
originally was? W7pd) DIPd POwM Won OT ADH) MoMA NANA Ww IN 
sty’ ‘Even unto the prince of the host it magnified itself, and by 


* So Bludau ; but the corruption may have arisen through a dittograph in the 
Aramaic. Thus Sinn (SoLXX kal 76 &yroy épnuwOhoerac) was rewritten (?) 
xbony NW), whence the MT, For OSA ee tke destroy ’ cf. Cowley Ah 168- 
a secondary meaning, it is true— and not the original or ordinary one, The LXX 
presupposes the Hebrew De wp | 


® So Irenaeus De Antichristo, xxv, et sanctum desolabitur ; (12) et datum est 
in sacrificium peccatum. 


’ The MT read \Wpi) ‘and his sanctuary’; LXX and Th. ‘and the 


sanctuary’. Perhaps the article should be restored before the last two nouns 
‘place’ and ‘sanctuary’, 
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it the daily burnt offering was taken away and (the) place cast 
down and (the) sanctuary laid desolate’. 

Prince of the host, i.e. God. The host is the host of heaven. 

Took away (827 the Kz), but the Qr. reads 025 ‘was taken 
away’. 

The daily burnt-offering. The full expression was wonn nby 
as in Exod. 29, Ezek. 46, &c., but owing to familiar use it 
came to be spoken of simply as %onn ‘the continual’ or ‘the 
daily’ in later Judaism—in the Mishna, as in Daniel, but not 
elsewhere in the O.T. 

Cast down. So qv of MT with LXX and Th. 

The sanctuary laid desolate. On this text which we owe to the 
LXX and Th. see notes above. 

8, In our criticism of ver. 11 we arrived at the conclusion 
that the oldest authorities did not read Nay) at the beginning of 
this verse but read 873° or My instead and connected it with the 
preceding verse. 

The MT calls for further correction, but before we proceed to 
do so, let us compare the attempts of the chief Hebraists to make 
sense of the MT as it stands. Von Lengerke renders: ‘And an 
host is delivered over together with the continual burnt offering 
on account of iniquity’. Here say is construed as a feminine 
noun. The verb could of course be emended. But there is 
another difficulty. Sy is here apparently against all Hebrew 
usage rendered ‘together with’. There are passages indeed 
where 5y has this meaning; but in such passages there is a 
community of nature between the things linked together by the 
by. cf. Exod. 3522 own Sy pwixn=‘men together with women’, 
i.e. both man and woman; see alsor Kings 157°; Jer. 318; Gen. 
3212; Lev. 2% 1634 &c. Hence we must reject this rendering of 
Von Lengerke. There is no natural community between a 
warlike host and a burnt offering. Hitzig and Driver: ‘And 
a warfare was undertaken against the continual burnt offering 
with transgression’, Ewald (and so practically the second 
marginal rendering of the R.V.): ‘And armed force is imposed 
upon the daily sacrifice through transgression.’ Here Hitzig, 
Driver, and Ewald attach a meaning to x33 in ver. 12 different 
from that which it bears in ver. 11. But further, the meaning 
they wrest from these renderings is unsatisfactory. They are 
explained to mean that Antiochus had recourse to violent 
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measures and established a garrison in Jerusalem to suppress 
the sacred rights of the Jews. But the words are not adapted 
to convey this sense. The armed force is directed against one 
specific detail of Jewish worship, whereas they should mean 
that it was directed against every detail of Jewish worship. The 
R.V. has: ‘And the host was given over (to it) together with the 
continual burnt offering through transgression.’ The R.V. is in 
one respect, as we have already shown in our criticism of Von 
Lengerke, impossible, and in another worse. 

As Bevan and Marti remark, the text as it stands admits of 
no satisfactory rendering. Bevan abandons the attempt to emend 
it in despair. Von Gall, Marti, Moore, and Loehr reject xayi 
as impossible, and propose its excision, and cite the LX X and 
Th. as omitting it. But, as we have seen in the notes on the 
preceding verse, these two versions attest a reading which 
I take to be original text, of which ay) is merely a corruption, 
and rightly assign it to the close of ver. 11. 

The MT, however, is still corrupt, but the task of emendation 
is easy, and has already in part been achieved by Von Gall and 
Marti in dependence on the LXX and Th. Thus for jn3n 
NON 72viN} yYH2a Wann" Py we should read with the LXX and Th. 
NON VM yen OA DY ina) = ‘and the transgression was 
placed on the daily burnt offering and truth cast down to the 
ground’. Th. kai é66y émt riv 6voiav dpapria kai epifpn xaual 9 dixato- 
avn. The text seems to refer to the facts recorded in 1 Macc. 
14 @xoddpunoav BdcAvypa epnpooews emt Td Bvotacrnpiov, and in 159 
where the Syrians are described as Ovordtovres emt rov Bopov bs fv 
emt Tov Ovovactnpiou, 

But what sense can we assign to the words ‘ the transgression 
was placed on the daily burnt offering’? ‘The daily burnt 
offering’ was not a place. Hence, if the text is so far correct, 
it must be recognized as defective, and we must restore nD 
before ‘nnn’, i.e. ‘and the transgression was offered on the 
(altar of the) daily burnt offering’: or else assume an original 
corruption of 5y in the Aramaic original such as 95n = ‘instead 
of’, of which nnn would be the Hebrew rendering. We should 
then have ‘and the transgression was offered in place of the 


1 The Aramaic would then be N73'ON °F NMIIW9, The loss of the first word 
would then be accidental. The lost (i.e. the first) word contains three letters in 
common with the second. 
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daily burnt offering’. The context requires emendation, and 
either of these suggestions would harmonize the text with the 
facts of history. But the former is much to be preferred. It 
provides us with a text that is satisfactory—grammatically, con- 
textually, and historically. 

The transgression : i. e. ywsn emended in accordance with the 
LXX (ai dpapria) and Th. (} duapria) from ywaa. ‘The trans- 
gression ’ is, in all probability, the offering of heathen sacrifices 
and specially of swine upon the altar: cf. 1 Macc. 1444647 kat 
dréotetkev 6 Buatrtels BiBia ev Yep ayyéAwy .. . pave dylacpa . . . Kal 
@iew vera. But if this reconstruction of the text under the 
guidance of the LXX and Th. is right, it follows that it is hardly 
justifiable to identify ‘the transgression ’ with ‘the abomination 
that maketh desolate’ in 113!, 121! as do some scholars. The 
latter appears to be the heathen altar that was built on the 
altar of burnt offering. See notes 7m loc. The Seer does not 
necessarily give a complete record of the series of events in 
each case—as for instance the profanation or desolation of the 
sanctuary (8", 11%), the building of the heathen altar on the 
altar of burnt offering (11°41, 121) and the offering thereon of 
abominable sacrifices 8”. 

Did its pleasure and prospered. It acted with effect. Cf. 
ver, 24: 2 Chron. 317". See note on 11°. 

813-14, Dialogue between two angels overheard by the Seer, 
through which he receives information as does the Seer in 
Zech. 112, What the first angel said is not recorded, but the 
answer by the second to his unrecorded question is given. 

813, Here as in Zech. 19~™ the Seer receives information from 
an angel. 

I heard. The form ¥2Vs) is due to the influence of the 
gutteral y: see Ges.-Kautzsch, § 10 h. The cohortative form 
with vav consecutive ‘occurs only at rare intervals except in 
two or three of the later writers, some ninety instances of its 
use being cited altogether. . . . It is principally found in... 
Daniel, Ezra, and Nehemiah, where the narrative is told in the 
first person. .. . In Dan. 8-12 there occur ten cases with -ah 
against eight without it (verbs 7”) of course not reckoned)’ 
(Driver, Tenses*, § 69). 

A holy one, i.e. wap tn. This un-Hebraic order is according 
to Konig (Syntax, § 310 6) caused probably by the antithesis 


3266 12) 
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‘one... another’, In 10 4nx ws represents the Hebrew 
order, but the addition of the InN to wx makes it ‘expressly 
indeterminate’, as Ges.-Kautzsch, § 125 6, observes, and gives 
it the sense of our indefinite article ‘a man ’—a rare idiom in the 
O.T. See also 8? above. It is always postpositive when it 
bears this meaning in Hebrew, but not so in the Mishnah as 
Bevan (p. 30) points out. On the other hand in the present 
verse where the “nw is prepositive, it is in apposition to wiiIp— 
‘one, an holy one’. Cf. the emended passage in 88, where 
ninn& stands in apposition to the number that follows. 

That certain one. The Hebrew 3108, which is found here 
and nowhere else, is taken to be a contraction or conflation of 
‘DB and riobyy, which words occur only together as in Ruth 4}; 
1 Sam. 21°; 2 Kings 6°. The LXX, Th., and Pesh. transliterate 
the word, as they do not understand it. The Vulg. renders 
‘alteri nescio cui’: Symmachus rwi wore. 

How long (shall be) the vision ? The words which follow are 
to be taken in apposition, as Driver points out, to indicate the 
contents of the vision, and to this we must add its duration. 

While the daily burnt offering ts taken away. Here the MT is 
defective, as most scholars recognize, and we must with the 
LXX and Th. % évoia 7 dpéeica insert OW after pwan. So Bevan, 
von Gall, Moore. Here the second article may be disregarded, 
as the LXX and Th. are very arbitrary in inserting or omitting 
the article. 

And the transgression that appalleth set up. Here again we 
have to fall back upon the LXX and Th. % dpapria epnuadcews 
7 d06ciaa, ‘The second article may be disregarded as in the pre- 
ceding clause. In that case So@cioa implies [P2. Cf. 13131, ra", 
Hence we should read with Von Gall, Marti, Loehr, and others, 
though they omit the article, |n) Oya ypwan, or is the abbre- 
viated Po‘el participle for ov. For examples of the Pu‘al par- 
ticiple without the preformative see Ges.-Kautzsch, §§ 52s, 55 c. 
Bevan led the.way in this reconstruction of the text by restoring 
now and emending ow into O%. Hence he rendered ‘while 
the daily sacrifice is taken away and the Iniquity is set up’. 
But the former reconstruction seems preferable. 

And the sanctuary laid waste to be trodden under foot. I have 
here (with some hesitation and yet with a conviction that, if 
either represents the original, it is the LXX and not the MT) 
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followed the LXX kai ra dyta épnuwbnoerat eis karardtnua, i.e. WIP 
DD NIY’, instead of the MT pony sayy "Pp. This expression 
is found in 1 Mace. 3% Kal 75 dylacpa Katararovpevor, This is the 
second time that the LXX has épnywéjcerae where the MT has 
Nis}. See note on ver. 11 above. wp as representing the only 
sanctuary can dispense with the article as “y stands for Jeru- 
salem. If we do not accept the LXX here, there are two other 
possible texts. 

(x) Ihe MT which = ‘and the sanctuary and host (24) to 
be trodden under foot’. As to the meaning of ‘host’ here 
scholars are divided. Some take it to be ‘the host of heaven’ 
as in ver. 10: others to be the army of the Israelites. Others 
again (including Bevan and Oxford Hebr. Lex.) render xay by 
‘service ’,' i.e. of the temple. As the MT stands say occurs 
five times in 8!°~18 and with different meanings. In ver. ro it 
appears twice to mean Israel, the heavenly people as distin- 
guished from the nations of the earth. In ver. 11 to mean 
‘the angels’, though it could be interpreted in the same sense 
as in ver. to. In ver. 12 some scholars take it to mean the 
army of the Israelites (as in R.V.) given over into the power of 
the enemy: others, doing more justice to the context, as the 
Syrian force established in Jerusalem against the Jews. With 
the different meanings assigned to it in ver. 13 we have dealt 
above. But if we accept the LXX, we escape these difficulties. 
It attests Na¥ in the first three passages in vv. 10-11, where the 
same meaning can be assigned to it in all three, and for nay) 
reads xy) in the last two, in the former of which it is supported 
by Th. In any case it attests an ancient text of the second 
century B.c., which bears just such a meaning as the context 
requires and 1 Macc. supports, whereas there is no external 
authority earlier than the second century A. D. which supports the 
text of the MT. No scholar is satisfied with the MT, and 
few scholars agree as to its exact meaning. 

84, Unto him. So the LXX, Th., Pesh., and Vulg. read 
Pox, The MT incorrectly reads by ‘to me’. 


1 In the sense of ‘religious service’ the Aramaic xdon is used as a translation 
of NDN in the Targ. on Lev. 43) 2%) 3% 35, but this use of it is not acknowledged 
in Levy’s VHWB. It is also used twice as a translation of NAY in the sense of 
‘military service’ or rather ‘the hard service’ of life, in Job 7’, 40?. But these 
meanings are in all probability due to the word xdon renders and not to itself. 

4 
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Two thousand and three hundred evenings and mornings. The 
phrase 1p2 Jay is to be explained in accordance with ver. 26. 
It is not the equivalent of vuxéquepov and so to be taken as a unit 
of time, i. e. a period of twenty-four hours (Gen. 1°°, &c., but as 
in ver. 26 7p2) any are to be reckoned as ‘successive evenings 
and mornings’ (Ewald, Hitzig, Bevan, &c.). This peculiar mode 
of reckoning 1,150 days is due to the fact that the Seer regards 
the suppression of the evening and morning sacrifices as the 
chief of the many outrages offered by Antiochus to religions. 
Accordingly he counts up the omitted sacrifices, i.e. 2,300 = 
1,150 days. 

This time determination is of importance in settling the date 
of our author’s work. It is clear from the preceding two verses 
that he wrote after ‘the transgression had been offered ‘on the 
(altar of the) daily burnt offering” (8!*)’ or after the erection of 
the heathen altar (11%!, 121!) on the 15th of Chisleu, 168 B.c. 
(1211), and before the dedication of the new altar on the 25th of 
Chisleu (= Dec.), 165 B: c..(see r Macc. 14, 4°*8¢¢:): for the 
period between these two amounts only to three years and ten 
days. Now, if we reckon the year at 360, 364, or 365 days, 
three years and ten days will amount to 1,090, 1,102 or 1,105 
days respectively, i.e. in all cases less than the predicted 1,150 
days. Hence we conclude that the book was written before the 
dedication of the new altar, since otherwise the period of 1,150 
days would be unintelligible. This is the view of Wellhausen, 
Bevan, Driver, and most scholars. The 1,150 is therefore 
a bona fide prediction. 

With this period of the suspension of the daily sacrifice we 
are not to confound the three and a half years (7°, 12") during 
which the entire persecution was to last. See note on 92", 

Then shall the sanctuary be justified: i.e. pry. The Jewish 
sanctuary after the lapse of the above period will be vindicated 
and restored. Here only in O.T. Hebrew is pty found in the 
Niph‘al. 

815-19, The appearance of Gabriel. 

Sought to understand (it). This expression has its equivalent 
in the Aramaic in 7!° mayd neay ‘I desire to know the truth’. 

Stood before me: i.e. IN? mY. Cf. rol’; Joshua 51%. See 
note on 1°, 

As the appearance of aman. We have in ‘as the appearance 
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of’ the apocalyptic form of expression already found in Ezek. 
119)14,26,27,28, 82, &c. He is called ‘the man Gabriel’ in 9%. 
With the phrase here 733 AND9 we should compare DIN ANTDD 
in ro!’ and in Ezek. 12°. The word used for man 533 (= avip, 
vir) is apparently chosen as a play on the name Gabriel = 
Oxvaai ‘man of God’. But it is worth observing that 733 is an 
old Aramaic word, whereas DIN (= évOpemos, homo) is rare in 
later Aramaic and the Targums, and does not occur at all in the 
older (or any ?) Aramaic inscriptions, nor in the Aram. Papyrt. 
Did the name originate in Aramaic? The Hebrew 733, mainly 
poetical, occurs over sixty times in the O.T., but the Aramaic 
123 nearly forty times in the few Aramaic chapters in the O.T. 
Gabriel is mentioned only here and in 9” in the O.T. In 
t Enoch g}, 10° (before 170 B.c., and originally written in 
Aramaic) the name of Gabriel is found, and in the later Parables 
of Enoch 40°, 54° written originally in Hebrew in the first cen- 
tury B.c. Inthe Targ. of Jonathan on Gen. 37! Gabriel is said 
to have guided Joseph when looking for his brethren. Here 
the same play on words recurs: $23 nv72 Sxvn3a3. ‘In the Targ. 
on Job 257 he is said to stand on God’s left hand, Michael on 
His right. 

The LXX carelessly renders the phrase in our text by os épacis 
dvéparov. Instead of dvéparov Th. has the exact rendering 
avdpés. It is worth noticing that in 1 Enoch ‘the Son of Man’ in 
the Ethiopic = ‘filius viri’ 62°, 697°, 7114, and ‘filius hominis’ 
i 462) *)* 487. 

816, A man’s voice. Since the voice so described is heard in 
a vision, it is not improbable that the words signify ‘an angelic 
voice’; for in a vision an angel is described as a man: cf. 10°. 
Marti compares 2 Sam. 7!4, where God is spoken of as chastening 
men ‘with the rod of men’ Dx Daw. 

Between the banks of the Ula. The LXX rightly renders. 
ava pécov tod OvAai. The voice was heard above the river: cf. 
726 sq- 

Gabriel. Gabriel is mentioned in 1 Enoch g!, 20’ as one of 
the four and seven archangels respectively. This section of 
Enoch is older than the book of Daniel. See note above. 

This man, i.e. 1D, abbreviated as in Judges 67°; 1 Sam. 17°, 
&c. from mba : cf. Ges.-Kautzsch, § 34 7 

At the close of this verse in the LXX we have a dittographic 
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rendering of the preceding clause: kat dvaBojoas cimev 6 dvOpwmos 
"Emi 1d mpdoraypa éxeivo 7 Spaces. In the first rendering of the 
Hebrew Th. follows the LXX : kat éxddeoe kai eirev TaSpmr, ovvericov 
éxeivoy tv épacw, This first rendering (1) is acknowledged 
by the Hexaplaric text as borrowed, and the second rendering 
(2) is no doubt the original version of the LXX. Here it 
chances that in rendering jan the LXX uses (as does Th.) 
overitew, though its usual rendering of }'2 or Pan is davoeiobar 
(twelve times). But this isno reason for inferring that the render- 
ing (1) in the LXX is a late interpolation from Th. The usual 
rendering of this Hebrew verb by Th. is ovvéva (sixteen times). 
Yet the LXX once uses this rendering in 11°%, where there is 
no probability of the LXX being affected by Th. Both the 
LXX and Th. have other renderings of this verb. 


‘Thus Loe (3) — 
mena ton ast Sy aan tes spy = sad sna 


MT (LXX (1), Th.) 
msm tdnd yan Syqaa wey spy = aon Samay 


With the construction {29 with > = ‘make to understand’ cf. 
11°%; it is usually found with nx. 

I have underlined the text of the two where they differ. Here 
again as in 81! we have a dittograph rendering from the hand of 
the original Greek translator of the Hebrew Version. But the 
dittograph already existed in the Hebrew; for the MT does not 
admit of these two Greek renderings. The Greek is that of the 
translator of the LXX.  mpéoraypa is his rendering of 135 in 
g? 12,28 (b’s),25, but this Hebrew word is never so rendered by Th. 
But further the two Hebrew renderings may (?) be alternative 
renderings of a corrupt Aramaic original: read variously as 
sapn 5x3, where 730N= ‘make to understand’ in the 
Targums. The Pa‘el is used in the sense in the Targ. of Isa. 
40: or as N34 by N32, 

8". Came ‘and stood' near where I stood. I have with the 
LXX, Th. (kai éo7n), and Vulg. restored 193% before yx. Hip- 
polytus xxv reproduces Th. 

This combination of VY and 32) is found twice elsewhere in 
our text, 8'*, rol, and 2 Chron. 3o0!%, 3431, 35°; Neh. 1314. It is 
a late Hebrew expression. The Classical Hebrew for “Wy by in 
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ver. 18 would be ‘NH: cf. x Sam. 14°. It is strange that the 
translator uses the Classical Hebrew in 8°22, 

Was affrighted. The Niph‘al 4¥3) is found only in late prose : 
1 Chron. 219°; Esther 7°, 

Fell upon my face. On the appearance of the angelic visitant 
the Seer falls upon his face through fear : cf. Ezek. 128, 323, 438 ; 
Rey. 277, 

Son of man. A natural designation of a human being by an 
angelic one: cf. Ezek. 245.6, &c. This designation has nothing 
in common with the Messianic one, ‘Son of Man’. 

For the vision belongeth to the time of the end. Cf. ver. 19 and 
Hab. 2°, ‘For the vision is yet for the appointed time, and it 
hasteth toward the end’. Gabriel bids the Seer give heed to 
the vision, inasmuch as it dealt with no less a crisis than the 
final one of the world’s history. For the writer this was the 
age of Antiochus. Time was then to give place to the kingdom 
of the Eternal, 7'41%2227, 1223, In our text we have ‘time of 
the end © 8-1 1°542,, 12° (cf: 2: Bar. 29%; 50*),.‘ the end,9**; 128 
(778), ‘the appointed time of the end’ 8°. The O.T. expression 
‘the end of the days’ is the oldest eschatological expression. 
See note on p. 394. 

818. During the revelation of Gabriel to Daniel the latter loses 
consciousness: cf. 10%. Not till the angel touches him is his 
consciousness restored: cf. 10191618 t Enoch 60*4, 4 Ezra 51415; 
Kev..2¥, 

Made me to stand. Instead of ‘ny the LXX found ‘J)Y, 
which it rendered by #yepe. Since the Seer had fallen into 
a deep sleep this word is very appropriate to the passage. It 
is noteworthy that in 101°, where the MT has °2}"2), both the 
LXX and Th. have kai #yepe = IVY, and the Pesh. and Vulg. 
‘et erexit? = ‘y1oym). It is not improbable that, as Jahn sug- 
gests, the text here originally contained both these verbs. If so, 
we should render ‘he waked me and made me stand where 
I had stood’. 

Made me to stand where I had stood. See note on preceding 
verse on this late idiom. 

819-26, Gabriel’s explanation of the vision. 

819 The latter time of the indignation, or ‘the last time’. The 
word ‘indignation’, i.e. oyt, is the technical term for the wrath 
of God, which Israel and Judah had incurred according to the 
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teaching of the pre-Exilic prophets (cf. Isa. 5”). This wrath had 
manifested itself in Israel’s subjection to the nations. After the 
Exile it was expected to come to an end in the immediate future, 
but this consummation was ever deferred, till in the time of our 
author the faithful did not hope for its close till the final judgement, 
and the advent of the kingdom of the saints. According to our 
author the divine wrath was to be fully satisfied by the persecution 
Israel endured under Antiochus ; for according to 11° Antiochus 
‘shall prosper till the indignation be accomplished’. Cf. Isa. 10” 
‘For yet a very little while and the indignation shall be accom- 
plished’. 

82. The kings of Media and Persia. Here ‘kings’ undoubtedly 
represent kingdoms as also in 71". The same irregular use of 
symbols recurs in the next verse. 

821, The he-goat. OVO VY. This is the reading required by 
the LXX, Th., Pesh., Vulg., and Hippolytus «is +. Sav. xxvii. 
as in ver. 8. In ver. 8 the LXX and Th. have 6 tpayos trav aiyaor. 
Since py is a loan-word from the Aramaic (cf. Ezra 617 spy 
my), some scribe added the Hebrew synonym yt’ (= ‘the 
he-goat’) in the margin as an explanatory gloss. This was in- 
corporated by a later scribe after 7’py, but, so far as external 
testimony goes, not before the 4th cent. a.p. But some modern 
scholars have adopted this late conflate text and rendered it 
‘the rough he-goat’, since 1V¥ = ‘hairy’, cf. Gen. 27!) 83, and 
also ‘he-goat’, apart from the addition p'yn. 

King of Greece. Here 129 stands for ‘kingdom’ but in the 
next clause for ‘king’. On Greece (Hebrew 1) cf. 107°, 112; 
Zech. 91°. The Hebrew word is formed from the Greek "Idoves, 
originally tdfoves. This was the name by which the Greeks were 
known to the Assyrians, Old Persians, and Egyptians, since they 
dwelt on the west coast of Asia Minor and came through their 
advanced civilization and commerce early into contact with these 
empires. 

The first king, i.e. Alexander the Great. 

8”. And as for that which was broken and, &c. This is not a 
real example of the casus pendens, which indicates a condition, 
the occurrence of which involves further consequences, cf. Ges.- 
Kautzsch, § 116 w. It summarizes shortly 8°” in order to make 
its interpretation the clearer in this context. 

Kingdoms, i.e. 1272. With this peculiar plural, cf, ni*%n j 
Jer. 37'°, see Ges.-Kautsch, § 87 7. a 
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Shall arise. Most manuscripts read ayt9y", but since the correct 
form 7279yn occurs in the preceding clause, this anomalous form 
should with two manuscripts be replaced by the correct one. 
‘30 is only used in the later books in the sense of pip ‘to arise’: 
corr 842? Neh. 7° = Ezra 2°; Ecclus: 47!*, Cf Ps. 278 
mind * + + npn with the later reproduction of exactly the same 
fact in 1 Chron. 20! nonbn syn. 

Fits nation, i.e. 3. So LXX, Th., and Vulg. rod vous abrod. 
As Bevan remarks this restoration, first made by Graetz, is con- 
firmed by the following phrase yn23 x5). The suffix in each 
case refers to Alexander the Great. The MT wrongly reads 
1 ‘the nation’. 

Not with his power. None of the four kingdoms (see note 
on 8%) which were to arise on the division of Alexander’s empire 
would be of like power. The 3 in 1n32 is used similarly in 8°, 
As a standard of measurement 3 is used in 2 Sam. 14%; 
Deut. 9%. 

83, Their kingdom, i.e. 002322 where the suffix is masc. 
where it should be fem. Cf. on in 8°. The four kingdoms were 
to come to an end with the death of Antiochus. 

When their transgressions are come to the full, i.e. OPYWR oD 
as in the LXX and Th. TAnpoupevov TOY ayapti@v avrav. The Pesh. 
and Vulg. support this text save that they omit the suffix. It is 
strange that Ewald, Bevan, Von Gall, Marti, &c., follow the 
later versions in omitting the suffix. But not only do the LXX, 
Th., and the context support the suffix, but also a doublet of this 
clause in Cod. of the LXX (see Field, ii, p. 924) which reads as 
ay ofpayicovra: Ta Tapant@pata ality = DDyys ohn, oDyws is we 
may safely conclude, the original text. The wrong text arose 
simply through the misplacement of the n. Next on the basis 
of the LXX, Th., Pesh., and Vulg. we may accept 02 as also 
original, though the MT onna could stand, if we emend D'Y¥87 into 
om yw — “when they had completed their transgressions’. From 
onns arose the variant onn> above referred to, cf. 9%. In 9%, 
and generally, the Hiph‘l of on is transitive and has its object 
expressed (save in 2 Sam. 2018; Isa. 331). Thus, unless we read 
Dmywp it is best to regard onn>d as secondary. Of course we 
might take nnn as intransitive as in Isa. 33', but our author uses 
the Hiphil transitively in 9% as it all but universally is used. 
Our text then will refer to the heathen whose sins had reached 
their climax under Antiochus. 
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If we follow the MT we should render ‘when the sinners 
(Dye) fill up their measure’. : 

Insolent, p’171y seems to be borrowed from Deut. 28°°. The 
LXX and Th. render dvaidis rpordmo: cf. Prov. 7!° where the verb 
is used of the harlot. 

Skilled in double dealing. So Bevan. The sense is that he 
was skilled in ambiguous expression, a master of intrigue: cf. 
1121, The same idea is partly to be found in 11?', where he is 
said to have ‘obtained the kingdom by flatteries’. Otherwise 
render literally ‘skilled in dark sayings’. 

84, [ But not by his own power]. These words are interpolated 
after ‘his power shall be mighty’. They imply, if rendered as 
they are here, that Antiochus would be strong by the permission 
of God. If the phrase belongs to the original it is best to render 
it ‘but not by his power’, i.e. but by his intrigues. But, as 
Bevan suggests and as Marti and others adopt the suggestion, 
the phrase should be excised as an intrusion from ver. 22. It is 
omitted by Th. The phrase, which in ver. 22 applies to all the 
successors of Alexander, is an idle repetition here. 

Shall devise presumptuous things. The combination mwyba: 
nnw is, as Marti observes, so astounding that we must recognize 
in Mynv” a corruption due to n'nwn which follows a few words 
later. Job 37° is quoted in support of mda as an adverb, but 
Duhm, Driver, and Buchanan Gray and others rightly regard 
the text in Job as corrupt and take the word as a noun in the ace. 
So Bevan, Marti, and others do here. Bevan emends NM} into 
mv. This gives a good text : ‘shall utter presumptuous things’. 
Bevan compares 113° mybay 337%. We should compare also 
vanan 5S 1) 7820. But the word is purely poetical in this sense, 
and the construction before us does not occur with this meaning: 
cf. Ps. 105? = 1 Chron. 16°. Hence I propose to emend ninw’ 
into 2wn), seeing that the very same corruption occurs in 2 Sam. 
2015 of awn into nny, and furthermore that avin is used twice in 
11% in reference to the designs of Antiochus. Accordingly 
we render ‘shall devise presumptuous things’. This corrup- 
tion may have arisem even in the Aramaic original whence the 
Hebrew is translated ; for nnv is found in Aramaic inscriptions 
of the 8th cent. B.c. and in Aramaic Papyri, and in is also 
Aramaic, cf. 4°2 in our text and the Aram. Pap. 811, where we 
find a noun derived from it. 
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84 °~25a, This passage is corrupt as a number of the foremost 


scholars have recognized, but happily the LXX provides us with 
the means of emending it, though even the LXX includes two 
renderings of one and the same phrase. Where this dittograph 
in the text may have originated we shall consider later. The 
MT text nna mbyny baw by) owp opr owsy mnwm (which is 
generally rendered ‘And he shall destroy the strong (or ‘the 
many’) and the people of the saints, and through his policy he 
shall cause fraud to prosper’) Bevan flatly declares is impossible 
to translate grammatically. Let us here give the LXX and the 
Hebrew text it presupposes : 


LXX 
874°, kai Pbepet Svvdcras cat Sjpoy dyiovx=DwWIP Dy) DD Y Tnnway 
878, Kal emi rots dylovs To Siavdénua adrod moym bow Dwi by 


kat evodwOnaerat 


By this retroversion of the LXX into Hebrew we can easily 
recognize that nwip oy) and nwip by) are doublets in the 
Hebrew, or possibly duplicate renderings of the Aramaic py 
pwsp—one of them in the text and the other in the margin— 
where the oy in the second case was a corruption of by. The 
context requires the excision of o'wnp oy and 1178 supports 
“> Sy ‘his heart shall be against the holy covenant’. So Graetz, 
Bevan, Marti, &c. Our author could hardly say that Antiochus 
would ‘destroy the holy people’ and then weakly add that ‘his 
policy would be directed against them’. When this doublet has 
been removed, the interpretation, as Bevan points out, is clear. 
The omryy or ‘mighty ones’ are ‘the political enemiesof Antiochus, 
who, being a usurper, naturally had many opponents among the 
the upper classes (see 1174-4), It was not until he was firmly 
established on the throne that his hatred of the Jewish religion 
began to show itself (Bevan)’. Thus the Hebrew text should be 
read as follows: myn >w pwp dy) pny ninwm. It should 
be added here that Driver seeks to defend the MT and renders 
‘and on the basis of his understanding he will cause deceit to 
prosper’. This is rather forced, but he cannot do better with 


1 The } before N'NWA and after bau by is very difficult of explanation, if it 
is at all explicable, and in his Hebrew Tenses, §123 y, Driver mentions it as an 
example of the perfect with vav consecutive. But the true text does not attest 
this vav. 
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the MT. On the other hand he makes no attempt to reconcile 
the fact that in 84 it is stated that Antiochus ‘shall destroy the 
holy people’ and yet after a prosperous career of intrigue it is 
said in 8? that he shall only succeed in causing the destruction 
of some by taking them unawares. His objection also to Bevan’s 
acceptance of the reading of the LXX on the ground that bay 
does not signify Scavénya or ‘mind’ is of no weight; for though 
Bevan so translates, it is not necessary for his emendation. 
‘Policy’ or ‘astuteness’ will serve just as well. There can be 
no doubt, moreover, that davdnpa is here the LXX’s rendering 
of boy; for in 11°° we find S:avonOjoovra as a rendering of oe, 
the original text of which the MT sbw> is a corruption. 

8%, And he shall cause... to prosper. Having recovered 
what we conclude to be the original text in the preceding notes, 
we see that in myn) we have no example of vav consecutive with 
the perfect following after an adverbial phrase—as the corrupt 
Massoretic text represents it and as Driver interprets it (Zenses, 
§ 123 y)—and therefore not admitting of translation. The vav 
here is to be translated. 

Magnify himself tn his heart. Cf. 88°". 

In their security shall he destroy many. Antiochus will attack 
them when off their guard. But mbwa can also be rendered 
‘unawares’. The text probably refers to the treacherous attack 
on Jerusalem recounted in 1 Macc. 17°: °°, where the Greek word 
e€anwa is used, which Greek word is twice used in the LXX of 
Dan. 117!) as a rendering’ of this very Hebrew expression. 

Prince of princes, i.e. God. Cf. 8%. The princes are the 
angelic chiefs. Cf. 12! ‘Michael, the great prince’, also 10°, 

Broken without hand, i.e. by Divine intervention. Cf. 254. 
According to Polybius xxxi. 11, Antiochus died suddenly of 
madness (Saornoas) at Tabae in Persia in 164 B.c., a few months 
after the rededication of the Temple, 25 Chisleu, 165. See note 
on 11®. The term ‘broken’ which was applied to the horn in 
8° is used frequently in the O.T. of the destruction of a kingdom 
(Jer. 48*), of an army (2 Chron, 141), and of individuals (Jer. 
17/6, our text 1126), 

86-7. A solemn affirmation of the truth of the vision and the 
conclusion, cf, rol, 11°, 127. In Rey. 215° God’s testimony to 
John’s book is given, in 22° Christ’s attestation of its truth, and 
John’s own in 22°. 
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8°. Vision of the evenings. Cf. ver. 14. 

Shut thou up the vision. This vision, which is placed by the 
Seer in the third year of Belshazzar, relates really to the time 
of Antiochus. It is to be ‘sealed’, i.e. kept secret. This com- 
mand is intended to explain how this revelation made to Daniel 
was not made known till the days of Antiochus—in other words 
till the actual time of its author. Cf. 124% Besides, the Seer 
declares that only the wise of that period will be able to under- 
stand it, cf. 121°, On this command to reserve the revelation for 
a distant age, the aim of which we have just explained, cf. 
MeenOci TGs. TOs. 18-2 Wnoch es"), 353+ 2 Ezra a4t': 
and contrast with it the command in the Christian Apocalypse 
221°; ‘Seal not up the words of the prophecy of this book; for 
the time is at hand’. The Christian Seer was not obliged to use 
an ancient name to win confidence in his message. 

Belongeth to many days, i.e. refers to a distant age. The same 
Hebrew phrase occurs in Ezek. 1277: cf. 81719, 10! of our text. 

877, Was sick. The MT reads mM) m2. The first word 
here, which occurs in 2! and Micah 2‘ and is in both passages 
corrupt, I have excised as a dittograph of the second. It is 
omitted by the LXX. 

None understood it. The vision was sealed up, i.e. withheld 
from Daniel’s contemporaries, it cannot refer tothem. But since 
it was fully explained to Daniel according to 81% 1°, it can hardly 
be said that he did not understand the vision. Marti, following 
Bevan, regards the phrase as defective for ‘I did not understand ’, 
i.e. [21D 132° instead of “DPS. He further maintains that Daniel 
understood the vision ; for its explanation made him ill, but that 
he could not understand why it should be kept secret for many 
days. This further knowledge is provided in 9%’, by Gabriel, 
who declares in 9” that he had come to give Daniel complete 
understanding. Yet see 12°. 


SECTIONS IX 
i.e. Chapter 9, being the explanation of Jeremiah’s prophecy 
of the seventy years given to the Seer in the first year 
of Darius by the Angel Gabriel to the intent that the 
seventy years meant seventy weeks of years. 
In this section a prayer in Hebrew (9*~°), drawn mainly from 
existing liturgies, was unskilfully interpolated before 145 B.c., 
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while the Aramaic was being translated into Hebrew, or after 
the translation was completed. 

The introduction to this chapter deals almost exclusively with 
the MT, the LXX, and other versions, and the help rendered 
by these versions towards the recovery of the original Hebrew 
version or even of the Aramaic original, where such an original 
existed. In the case of 9*~!° there can be no question of an 
Aramaic original. This prayer consists mainly of extracts from 
existing Hebrew liturgies. A comparison of 9*!° with Neh. 
15saa-, 9 8aa-; 1 Baruch 125-2! shows that these writers have 
not borrowed from each other but from existing liturgical forms. 
Thus observe that, though in Jer. 322% 2! it is stated that God 
had gotten Him a name as at this day and brought forth his 
people out of Egypt, these two statements are reproduced liter- 
ally, but in the reverse order in Dan.g” and x Baruch2". This 
and other like evidence go to prove that such passages are drawn 
independently from existing liturgies. But the compiler of this 
prayer has also frequently drawn materials directly from the 
Old Testament, cf. 9° with Jer. 447). 


§ 1. The interpolated Hebrew prayer. 


In the note under gt! I have given the grounds on which 
this passage must be treated as an addition made to the text, 
either when the Aramaic g!~* ?!~27 was being translated into 
Hebrew or after this translation was completed. It was inter- 
polated at latest before the version of the LX. X was made about 
145 B.C. 9” was added to connect it with what follows, 

In this prayer the prophets and the priests are deliberately 
excluded from the list of the unfaithful classes in Israel: not so 
in Jer. 276, 5%, 1318, 1414, 267-8 nor in Neh. 6/4; see note on 9°. 
In Neh. g** the priests, but not the prophets, are declared to be 
as disobedient as the kings, princes, and fathers. 

This prayer is a mosaic of passages from-the O.T. Thus for 
instance 9°" are drawn almost verbally from Jer. 7°, 447, 4, 
an 16%; Lev, 26° (Ezek. 179), 

The prayer was compiled by a Jew resident in Judaea. See 
note on 9'° and the full note on the prayer as a whole on #9 
p. 226-7. 


§ 2. Hebrew renderings of Aramaic phrases which have already 
occurred in 2*—", 
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It should be remembered that only 9!~%: 20-27 is translation 
Hebrew, the rest was Hebrew to begin with. 

978. 4359 Ny’ a rendering of pp) MND in 2) (414), 

677, <SEe)$i9: 


§ 3. Emendation through retranslation into Aramaic. 

oF: iy 137}—a mistranslation of Apn’ oxy. The Hebrew 
translator has here given the wrong of two possible renderings 
of op. Earlier scholars have taken 23m to be corrupt. But 
this verb has the support of the LX X, Th., Aq., Symm., Pesh.(?), 
and Vulg. Moreover, this documentary evidence is confirmed 
by the fact that this is really a Hebrew translation of an analogous 
Aramaic phrase found in 68 7DN nDpnd following immediately after 
Dp mop. 


§ 4. Corruptions in the MT emended by means of the LXX or of 


other versions. 


9%. jy ps5. Here the LXX and Vulg. require jy mind. 
The reading of the MT is not here a corruption but a deliberate 
change. There is no evidence for its existence before the 
2nd cent. A.D. 

9g” 26, For oynyn piya ‘in troublous times’ read with LXX (in 
the main) “n ypa ‘at the end of the times’. 

9%. For DY=‘ people’ with 1 MS. and LXX, Th., Pesh., Aq., 
Vulg. read DY ‘with’. 

927. For naw ‘cause to cease’ read with LXX, Th., and Vulg. 
nav ‘shall cease’. 


§ 5. Emendations demanded by the context. 


9”. For maby awn read "25) aw ‘to rebuild’. 
9". For 535 by read yD by ‘in its stead’. 


§ 6. Lost phrases restored through LXX or other versions. 

9. See note 7 loc. 

921. We should with the LXX, Th. (and Vulg.) restore Ayn) 
‘behold’ before 5x’n21 wx. This is the only passage in Dan. 
8-12 where the vav apodosis occurs. Text is corrupt in 85, 
where it reads the perfect with vav consecutive after an adverbial 
phrase. In 9?6* we have vav explicative. 

9”, Insert with Th., Vulg., and Sym. ws before non. 
C105) 
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§ 7. Very late Hebrew. 

g®. **Y—only elsewhere in O.T. in Esther 17° for the older 
win: and BY: cf. also 11°, 12° when used intransitively 
for the older yw. Yet the interpolated prayer contains in 9? 
the older form 3!¥1—a fact which need not surprise us. 


91. Darius. See Introd. to 6, § 1. b-g (pp. 139-146). 

Son of Darius. Ahasuerus is a transliteration of the Hebrew 
wiwnn (cf. Ezra 4°; Esther 1 514, which in Greek took the form 
of Xerxes. But, since the Persian word was Khshaydarshd, the 
original was no doubt transliterated ynwms. Inthe Aram. Pap. 
(Cowley, 51, 64. 20, 29) it is found three times in its Aramaic 
form as waxwwn, the first of which is dated 471 B.c., and as 
ywywn in 2! (484 B.c.). Xerxes I, who reigned from 485 to 
465 B.c.,was the son of Darius Hystaspis (521-485 B.Cc.). 

Was made king. yon the Hoph‘al of 35» occurs only here. 
Just as it has been shown on 6! (also pp. 139-141) that >2P does 
not imply a delegated authority, no more does q>nn do so here. 
The fount of the authority of Darius according to the Seer is 
God; as is clear from 57° ‘Thy (i.e. Belshazzar’s) kingdom is 
divided and given to the Medes and Persians’. 

g®. Daniel is represented as reflecting on Jeremiah’s prediction 
of the seventy years’ exile. The author of the book was pro- 
foundly conscious that this prediction had not been fulfilled 
except in a very minor degree. Since, however, no such prophecy 
could fail (see Introd. to chap. 6, p. 141 sqq.), he necessarily con- 
cluded that it had been misinterpreted and therefore needed to 
be interpreted afresh. This new interpretation is given in the 
vision in 974-7", The probability, that this reinterpretation was 
suggested by a comparison of Lev. 261*sa4- (where it is said that 
the Israelites are to be punished seven times for their sins) and 
Jer. 29!°, 2511, does not invalidate the reality of the vision nor 
the possibility that this reinterpretation was actually received in 
a vision. For the mind of the Seer necessarily works with the 
materials accessible to him, however he may draw from other 
sources. The Seer has already pondered on the possibility of 
this explanation. In his vision he is assured that he is right. 

Understood. With the form ‘M22 cf. N19 Job 33%. Ges.- 
Kautzsch (§ 73 a) is inclined to take these as shortened forms of 
the Hiph‘l, but in a note this hypothesis is withdrawn in favour 
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of the view that it is ‘a secondary formation’ from the Imperf. 
Qal }3, which was wrongly taken as an Imperf. Hiph‘il. Noldeke 
(ZDMG.xxxvi, pp. 525 sqq.) shows that it cannot be a shortened 
form of the Hiph‘l. We have, therefore, to regard ‘m3 here, as 
{2 in rol, as irregular forms of the Perf. Qal, or take it to be an 
error for ‘#22, 

The books. The books here are the sacred books, i.e. the 
Scriptures. The phrase implies the formation of a definite col- 
lection of O.T. books, but how extensive this collection was 
cannot be determined from the present statement. The imme- 
diate books referred to are no doubt Leviticus, i.e. 2618 s94- 
and Jeremiah, i.e. 29!, 254%. That the threefold division of the 
O.T., the Law, the Prophets, and the Hagiographa already 
existed in some form we know from the Preface to Sirach. 

The word of God, i.e. ods 327. Since 92° did not belong 
originally to the text, as we shall see presently, this would 
be the only verse in our author where the Divine name 
Yahweh is used. Von Gall excises it on this ground, and com- 
pares 9”°:*> for the use of ‘word’ standing in this sense by itself. 
Marti would retain it on the ground that the writer is using 
a citation from Jeremiah. But, since the LXX reads ére ¢yévero 
mpdoraypa ti yp =TDIND 73 AYN WK, it seems that mpqW) is 
corrupt for ‘xd, and that the Hebrew read ‘28 here as in 1? 
and not min’. Th. renders the phrase by Aédyos kupiov, therein sup- 
porting the MT ing?. Sothe LXX and Th. render ‘18 in 1”, &c. 
Hence I read here D'798 27 or pndxd aT. It is to be noted 
that the phrase recurs in 9”* where the LXX has spéoraypa: mapa 
kupiov. But the mapa kvpiov is not found in the MT nor in the versions. 

Came to Jeremiah... seventy years. Cf. Jer. 2514~14, 29), 

Which according to the word of the Lord ... were to be accom- 
plished : lit. ‘which, the word of the Lord came to Jeremiah the 
prophet, were to be accomplished’. The 8 here is the subject 
of madd ; for this construction is in the Aramaic of our author 
a familiar one: see notes on 2!%18, 515, 616 and Introd., p. § 20. 4. 
It is also a familiar construction in Hebrew. The words of 
Jeremiah 25! mw Dyaw meonD are clearly in the mind of the 
writer. “wy is not therefore to be rendered as if it were an acc. 
of limitation as in the RV., i.e. ‘Whereof the word of the Lord 
came to J... . for the accomplishing’: and in Marti, Behrmann, 
&c. The clause ‘the word of the Lord came to J. the prophet’ 
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are then parenthetical, if they are not a marginal Bie incor: 
porated in the text, or a circumstantial clause. Deut. 5° is such 
a clause consisting of nineteen words, intervening between 727 
and "82. See Driver, Tenses, § 161. 

On the form mixdnd see Ges.-Kautzsch, § 74 h. 

9°. Set my face, i.e. 25 M8 TIAN) as in 10%, For this phrase cf. 
2 Chron. 20%, But observe o'p ow in 11”. 

God. Here the interpolator of 9*-?° seems to have inserted 
‘a8 before o'ndx owing to the frequent occurrence of the former 
in the interpolated prayer : i.e. g#7:89.15.16.19 (bis) and not elsewhere 
in the book save in 1% In 6(°) where we have a parallel ex- 
pression o'7bx is used. 

To seck by prayer: literally ‘to seek prayer’. Cf. Zeph. 2°. 

With fasting, i.e. aS a Se aatae es for the reception of a reve- 
lation; cf. (Exod. 34% ;"Deut.9’ ; Esther 4% 

ince and sackcloth and mee As in Neh. g! save in the 
last phrase, where our author writes 15x where Neh. has 75%. 

_g* 1°, These verses, as Von Gall (123-6) and others have 
recognized, are an interpolation. The interpolation was made 
before the book was translated into Greek, but‘after it was 
translated from Aramaic into Hebrew. Some of the grounds 
for excising these verses as an interpolation are: (1) They 
betray the hand of an interpolator since they are unnecessary 
repetitions of 9% 2°sa- (2) The conclusion of the chapter fakes 
no account of the subject of the prayer, which supplicates for for- 
giveness and deliverance. Here a prayer for illumination and 
not a liturgical confession is required by the context: cf. 9?! s44-, 
which proceeds to explain the prophecy of Jeremiah. (3) The 
prayer contains clear evidence that it was written by one who 
consciously expressed himself as a resident in Palestine—and 
not in Babylon, as the author of the book as a whole represents 
himself as being. Thus in g’ it speaks of those ‘that are near 
and that are far off in all the countries whither thou hast driven 
them’. Those ‘that are near’ are obviously the Jews in Pales- 
tine as opposed to those that are far off in all the countries 
whither they had been carried into exile. Again in 9!® the 
words ‘because for our sins and for the iniquities of our fathers, 
Jerusalem and thy people have become a reproach to all that 
are round about us’, betray the hand of a resident in Judaea, 
especially those in italics. In 1 and 2 Baruch analogous pheno- 
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mena occur, as we shall discover as we advance. (4) The name 
Yahweh is found in these verses, but not elsewhere in Daniel, 
except in 9%, where it is an interpolation, and where Adonai was 
the original Hebrew as the corrupt text of the LXX shows. In 
g* the divine name Yahweh owes its presence to a later scribe, 
who was influenced by its occurrence five times in gt~°. 

(5) In 91° there are no Aramaisms. But Aramaisms are, as 
we have seen, not infrequent throughout the rest of the Hebrew 
sections in Daniel. 

(6) The prayer asks for the immediate advent of the kingdom : 
cf. 97, But, according to Jeremiah’s prophecy, Daniel knew 
that the deliverance of the Jews could not come for ‘many days’, 
86, i.e. till some distant future. 

(7) A critical comparison of 9"! with Neh. 15 sa9-, 96 saq, ; 
1 Bar. 11° s49-, shows that repeatedly the verses in Daniel agree 
word for word with those in the passages just mentioned, and that 
the writers of these passages have not borrowed from each other 
but from existing liturgical forms, which each writer adapted 
more or less fully to his own requirements. 

On the above grounds, which will be strengthened as we 
advance, we conclude that 9 ?° is an addition to the text, 9?° 
serving to connect it with what follows. 

gt. Prayed. . .and made confession. Cf. Neh. 1° ‘pray... 
and confess’. 7 stands here absolutely as in Ezra 1o!; 
Neh. 9%. It is only used in late Hebrew. 

O Lord the great and dreadful God... commandments. These 
clauses agree literally with Neh. 1° Cf. also 93%. It was clearly 
a current liturgical form. The words ‘which keepeth covenant 
and mercy with them... that keep his commandments’ are 
drawn word for word from Deut. 7°: cf. Exod. 20%. ‘The particle 
N38 rendered ‘O’ is a strong expression of entreaty, ‘Ah, now’. 
It is found in the same connexion in Neh. 1°, where the R.V. 
renders it ‘I beseech thee’. 

Love thee . . . thy commandments. So the LXX, Th., and 
Vulg. The use of the second person is supported by the next 
verse. The MT reads ‘him’ and ‘his’. 

9°. Have sinned... and done wickedly. Our text sy) NON 
‘sywn) has its equivalent in t Bar. 2! jpdpropev, noeBnoaper, ndiKn- 
capev : and in Ps. 106° with an additional phrase. The ultimate 
source is 1 Kings 847 wywn wnym wxun, where this confession 

G2 
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is commanded in Solomon’s prayer exactly as in our text, save 
that the writer of this confession in our text has replaced the 
Hiphiil, which is the older form, 1yn (‘dealt perversely ’) by the 
Qal \»y, which is late Hebrew—only once elsewhere in O.T., 
Esther 116, and yw by »wywan, which is late Hebrew, when 
used intransitively : cf. 1132, 121°. Yet in 9! we find yw an 
example of the classical use which has survived in this compila- 
tion from ancient liturgies. 

And turned aside, i.e. WD}. The infinitive absolute here 
replaces the finite verb: cf. Ges.-Kautzsch, § 113% N)sd is 
written defectively: see Ges.-Kautzsch, § 91 x. 

9°. Two classes are distinguished, the nobility embracing the 
kings, princes, and fathers, and the people of the land. This 
latter phrase—y Nn py—came in later Judaism to denote the 
uncultured and ignorant laity. The term ‘fathers’ here denotes 
not ‘forefathers’ but ‘leaders’. 

Neither have we hearkened unto thy servants the prophets. Cf. 
Neh. 9° ‘Neither have our kings, our princes . .. nor our 
fathers . . . hearkened unto thy commandments’. Cf. Jer. 26° 
‘to hearken to... my servants the prophets’: also 29!°, 35°, 
444, all of which include the phrases ‘ servants the prophets’ and 
‘have not hearkened ’. 

To our kings, our princes, and our fathers, and to all the people 
of the land. This clause is borrowed almost literally from Jer. 
447! ‘Your fathers, your kings and your princes, and the people 
of the land’. In the confession in Neh. 9* there is a different 
enumeration of the classes concerned: ‘on our kings, on our 
princes, and on our priests, and on our prophets, and on our 
fathers, and on all thy people’. So again in Neh. 9*4, with the 
omission of ‘and on all this people’, and in 1 Baruch 1'° with 
the same omission of ‘and on all thy people’. Here clearly the 
writer follows Jeremiah where he differs from later writers. It 
is remarkable that the compiler of this prayer excludes the 
prophets and .the priests from the list of the unfaithful, and 
represents the sin of Israel and Judah as originating in their 
disobedience to the guidance of the prophets: cf. 9%! Not so 
Jer. 144, and frequently Neh. 614. In Neh. 9** the priests but 
not the prophets are mentioned as guilty. 

g'. Righteousness belongeth unto thee, but unto us confusion of 
Jace, as tt 1s this day; to the men of Judah and to the inhabitants 
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of Jerusalem. These words are found also in 1 Baruch 1% 
TO kupio Ged yar H Sixacoavyy, Hiv Se aig XUYN TOV TpOTwTav ws 1) Npepa avtn, 
avOpar@ ‘lovSa kai trois Karoukovow “lepovoadyp. The phrase ‘confusion 
of face’ is found Jer. 7”; Ps. 4415; 2 Chron. 322; Ezra g’. 

To the men of Judah and to the inhabitants of Jerusalem, This 
combination is peculiar to Jeremiah (eight times 4‘, &c.) and 
2 Kings 23” (= 2 Chron. 34°") in the O.T. outside the present 
passage. It is reproduced in 1 Baruch 1°, as we have shown 
in the preceding note just as in our text. 

That are near and that are far off. Cf. 2 Chron, 6°. 

In all the countries whither thou hast driven them. From Jer. 
16), 23%8, 3297. This clause is reproduced in 1 Baruch 21329, 

Thetr unfaithfulness wherein they have dealt unfaithfully. The 
words connote treachery rather than trespass. They are found 
im Lev. 20"; szek. 17*,-18%*- ‘x Chron. ro!%; 

g® *. These two verses are expansions of the introductory 
clauses in g’. 

98. O Lord, i.e. 17.. So Ginsburg, Baer, with many manu- 
scripts, but Kittel ‘24%. 

To us... confusion of face. Cf. 9" note. 

To our kings, &c. See g° note. 

9’. Forgivenesses Cf. Neh. g'? ‘a God of forgivenesses’ 
(niny?en as in our text). 

g!. Neither have we obeyed the voice... which he set before us. 
Almost word for word from Jer. 264°-5*, The phrase ‘law 
which I set before you’ is found in Deut. 4°, 11°; Jer. 9'%, 441°. 

To walk in his laws which he set before us by his servants the 
prophets. Here it is to be observed that the writer uses the 
plural of mn, i.e. yn-Wn ‘his laws’. When this word is used 
in the plural it has a general meaning of instructions and 
teachings, whether attributed to God directly or to the prophets 
or priests. It occurs only about thirteen times in the plural, 
and in the plural ‘the laws’ were never defined as ‘the laws of 
Moses’. When the Law of Moses or Deuteronomy, which was 
ascribed to Moses, is referred to, the singular is always used as 
in 9418, in the words that follow. In Neh. 9 14 we have 
exactly the same succession of the plural ‘laws’ and ‘a law by 
the hand of Moses thy servant’. In Neh., however, the ‘laws’ 
are not those made known by the prophets as in our text, but 
are those which in conjunction with ‘judgments’, ‘statutes’, and 
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‘commandments’ God gave on Sinai. In 1 Baruch 1'%, 2'° we 
find mopevecOar tots mporraypacw Kupiov ois gdaKev kata mpdcwroy near, 
without any mention of the prophets in this passage, though they 
are referred to in 121, 2 24, Moreover in 17° 2! the activities of 
Moses and the prophets are distinguished just as in our text. 

The prophets occupy a high place in this prayer. They are 
never blamed. They are regarded as the leaders of the nation 
into fresh truth and higher obedience. Where the law of Moses 
is mentioned, the prayer deals mainly with the penalties that 
Israel has brought upon itself by disobedience to ‘the law of 
Moses’, though this law is identified with the law of God in 911. 

To walk in his laws. But in Jer. 26 4(32”°, 441°) the sing. ‘law’ 
and not ‘laws’ is used. The LXX, which reads xaraxodovéijoa 
TH vop@ gov @ daKas évamvov [Moon kai] juev, is corrupt. Th. and the 
Pesh. support the MT, and therein these three agree rather 
with Neh. g!* 14 (see preceding note) than with Jer. 26+. 

ol. The curse...and the oath. Cf. Num. 524; Neh. 10”, 

The curse... that is written in the law of Moses. Cf. Deut. 
297" #1 Baruch, 5°. 

Hath... been poured out, i.e. JAM. Cf. 977; Jer. 42l8, 44°; 
2 Chron, 12’, 347))°, The expression is Aramaic also. Cf. the 
Zinjirli Inscription (Cooke, 61°) nom ann aim ‘Let Hadad 
pour out wrath upon him’. In Rev. 16! we have the same 
metaphor: exxéere ras emrd diddas Tov Gypod tod Geod, 

Moses the servant of God. Cf. Neh. 1o*® and the form ‘M. the 
servant of Yahweh’, Deut. 345; Josh. 1438, &c. 

gi?-1sa, Cf. r Baruch 21? kat arnoe Kiptos tov déyov adtod, dy 
edddnoey ef)’ Huds Kai emt rods Sixaoras juav tovs Sikdoavtas Tov “Iopand Kai 
emi tors Baoidels nuav Kal ent rods dpyovras Nuov Kal ert 4vOpemov “Iopand Kat 
*Iovda, Tot dyayeiv ep’ nuads Kaka peydda, & ovk eroinOn broKdtw Tavrés Tod 
ovtpavod Kaba éerounOn €v lepovoadrp, Kata Td yeypappeva ev TO véu@ Mavoy, 
Here we have several clauses which reproduce Dan. 7!2~1%8 and 
clauses out of Dan. 9% 8, and differ mainly in{the order of their 
occurrence. Furthermore the Greek of Baruch differs both from 
that of the LXX and of Th. Here the writer of 1 Baruch, as 
does our author, appears to make use of the same liturgical 
source. 1 Baruch may be as old as the end of the 2nd cent. s.c., 
though scholars are divided on this question. They are as a 
whole agreed that 1 Baruch 1-3° was written in Hebrew. 

9”. Hath confirmed his words. This clause is found also in 
Neh. 98, Deut. 9°, as also in 1 Baruch 2! *, 
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Judges. A general term for rulers as in Amos 2°* Ps, 2). but 
in the parallel passage in 1 Baruch 2! the term is used of the 
Judges in Israel that preceded the kings. 

Bringing upon us a great evil. Cf. Jer. 351", 3621. 

For under the whole heaven hath not been done, &c. Cf. 1 Baruch 
2? for the same clause, also Exod. 9/8, 105, 118, 

9. As it is written in the law of Moses. This phrase occurs 
three times earlier in the O.T., i.e. 1 Kings 23, 2 Chron. 23}, 
35. Cf. ‘book of law of Moses’, Joshua 8%, 23°, &c. 

All this evil is come upon us. The MS before aysan 55 had 
best be excised. Behrmann takes this clause as the acc. 
after svand. Bevan explains the mx as due to the preceding 
passive 3393, and compares Num. 32°; 1 Kings 224. But this 
explanation leaves difficulties in the text. Ges.-Kautzsch, §117 
regards “nw as here almost equivalent in sense to the Latin quod 
attinet ad, and so as introducing the noun with some emphasis. 

Entreated the favour, i.e.” 32-8 sn. A familiar phrase in 
Ort. tCh lerroo™ suri Sams 13% ps Exod. 32".) UWith: oof 
t Baruch 27~® wdyra ra kaka tatra . . nAOev ef? nuas. Kai ov« edeOnpev 
Tov mpocw@mou Kupiov tod droorpéat Ekaotoy ard Toy vonudtwy tis Kapdias 
aitav tis movnpas, Which appears to be derived from the same 
liturgy as that on which our author drew. 

To have discernment in thy truth, i.e. to gain insight into God’s 
revealed will as Driver and Prince explain. Or it may be 
rendered ‘to deal wisely through thy truth’, that is, to become 
wise through God’s truth; so Von Lengerke and Behrmann. 

g'*. Found almost verbally in 1 Baruch 29779, 1}, 

Watched over the evil and brought it upon us. Cf. Jer. 1} 
‘I watch over my word to bring it to pass’, invyd a5 Sy oo spy, 
see also 3178, 4427, and 1 Baruch 2° eypnydpnoev .. . emi rois Kaxois 
kal emjyaye ktA. This means that God is not mocked. His 
judgements are duly executed. 

For the Lord our God ts righteous in all his works, &c. Cf. Jer. 
p72) aE zraio!. 

Righteous in all his works, i.e. in regard to all his works. 
Cf. Neh. 9%% where the same peculiar use, as Driver observes, 
of by is found. ‘Thou art righteous in regard to all that is come 
uponus: a oee also. x. Baruchie”,., } 

91°, Prayer for deliverance follows on the confession just made. 

9’. The first two clauses of this verse are borrowed ultimately 
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from Jer. 322° 1, but in reverse order. The first is from 327? 
and the second from 322°. 1 Baruch 2! reproduces Jer. 32” ?! 
but inverts the order as does our text: ¢&jyayes tov Aadv cov ex yis 
Alyinrov év xeupi Kpatad . . . Kal éroingas ceauT@ Gvopa, ws 1) NHEpa avn. 

Thou hast brought thy people forth out of the land of Egypt with 
a mighty hand ‘and a stretched out arm’. Cf. Jer. 32". I have 
with the LXX added the clause in brackets, but the LX X omits 
‘with a mighty hand’ which the MT, Th., and Pesh. attest. 
Both phrases are found in Jer. 321 and also in 1 Baruch 2" 
though separated from each other (év xepi kparad . . . Kai év Bpaxiovt 
iymd3). It is hardly credible that the translator or a copyist of 
the LX X would replace the one phrase by the other, though he 
might inadvertently omit one or other of the two. Accordingly 
I conclude that the text originally was 4%») yyaNay APIA Wa. 
The same combination is found in Deut. 26%, Jer. 3274 in the same 
connexion. If z Baruch 1!—3° is dependent on Daniel, then we 
have an external testimony to the presence of these two phrases 
in our text. If it is not dependent on Daniel, then it attests their 
presence in the liturgy on which both Daniel and 1 Baruch drew. 
In Deut. 671, 9”° only the first phrase occurs. 

Gotten thee renown. Cf. Jer. 32°; Neh. 9°; 1 Baruch 2!!; 
also Isa. 63!%14; 2 Sam. 7*° (here ow instead of nyy). The 
remembrance of God’s deliverances of Israel in the past was still 
a strong factor in their faith during the Maccabean age. 

We have done wickedly. On sy see note on g°. 

9!°. Thy righteous acts, lit. ‘righteousnesses’ (J2P13 without » 
of plural as Jniy in 9°), cf. Judges 5"; 1 Sam. 127; Mic. 6°; 
Ps. 103°. The Seer implores Yahweh, as he calls to mind His 
interventions on behalf of Israel in the past, to intervene now 
on their behalf in their present sore distress, and to turn away 
his anger from Israel who now confessed their sins and were 
repentant. The turning away of His anger was synonymous 
with the removal of their reproach in the sight of the heathen. 
It was at once an act of mercy as well as of justice, and as such, 
by virtue of His covenant with Israel, Israel claimed His help. 
It is noteworthy that Th. and 1 Baruch 2™ imply ynpty-553 instead 
of “qy~d>9 and that the latter connects the phrase with the words 
in the preceding verse, and so we have jdikjoapev . . . ext maou Trois 
dixaopaciv gov, This forms a better parallel to the close of g!°. 
Eleven Hebrew manuscripts read 533 instead of 53>. But yw is 
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not followed by 2in the O.T. But 2 could here be rendered 
‘despite’. If this is right then the first three words of this verse 
should be construed with the closing words of 9!5 ‘we have done 
wickedly, O Lord, despite all thy righteous acts’. 

Let thine anger... be turned away. Cf. Num. 25'; Jer. 23”, 
3074; t Baruch 2%, 

_ Thy holy mountain. Cf. Isa. 2284; Ps, 25, 15). 

Iniquities of our fathers. Cf. Neh. 9; 1 Baruch 3°78. The 
phrase is found in the earlier books, cf. Jer. 111°; Lev. 26%°. 

A reproach io all that are round about us. Cf. Ps. 44}, 794. 
These words are spoken from the standpoint of a Jew resident 
in Judaea, see note on 9°. The taunts came from their heathen 
neighbours, the Edomites, Ammonites, and others. The same 
phrase is applied in 1 Baruch 2* in the confession of the 
Palestinian Remnant ‘round about us’ (i.e. this remnant), whereas 
the phrase ‘hath scattered them’ refers to the exiles. Contrast 
the confession of the Exiles in Babylon 21° ‘We are but a few 
left among the heathen, where thou hast scattered us’; 3° ‘We 
are yet this day in our captivity, where thou hast scattered us’. 

9". O. our God. So MT. The LXX and 1 Baruch 214 
(ciodkovaov, Kipte, tis mpocevyijs jev) read only ‘48 or myn ‘O Lord’, 
Th. ‘O Lord our God’. If the latter is a conflation, which of 
the two texts is original ? 

Hearken unto the prayer. Cf. Neh. 1°; 1 Kings 87°. 

Cause thy face to shine upon. The LXX has emprepiro 1d 
mpdcandy coven. But émPdepdrw cannot be a rendering of 8, 
- It appears to have read §j3. For the phrase in our text cf. 
Num. 6”; Ps. 801%), This petition is the natural sequel to ‘let 
thine anger... be turned away’ in the preceding verse. 

Desolate. 0Y is used of Mount Zion in Lam. 5!8 and recalls 
ney in 83. Cf. 927, 1134, 12%. The expression is probably 
chosen with reference to OY y3p¥ 927, 1211. 

For the Lord’s sake. This abrupt transition to the third person 
in the midst of a series of petitions in the second is very harsh, 
and suggests a corruption in the text. The evidence of the 
ancient versions turns this probability into a practical certainty. 
Accordingly we should either with the LX. X évexev ray dovdwv cov, 
déomora, read ‘ITN TAY rnd ‘for thy servants’ sake, O Lord’ 
(comparing Isa. 637 ‘return for thy servants’ sake), so Bevan. 
Or with Th. and Vulg. ‘4 Joy ‘for thine own sake, O Lord’, 
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so Kamphausen, Prince, &c. The latter, which recurs a few 
clauses later, has probably the support of 1 Baruch 2" ciodkovaoy, 
Kupte, THS mporevxns Nav... Kal €€edod Nas Evekev od. 

98. O Lord... behold. These clauses are borrowed literally 
from 2 Kings 19! (=Isa. 37'7). I have here followed the LXX 
and 1 Baruch 2!6, which read Kipe i.e. m9) as does 2 Kings 191°. 
Th. of Dan. 91° renders here kXivov, 6 Geds pov, Td ods Gov Kai Gkovgoy, 
where the LXX has mpéc yes, Kipie, 16 ods cov Kai émdxovody pov. The 
MT, which reads ‘nx (Th. 6 @eds pov), thus seems to be secondary. 

Open. PB Kt, PB Or. Perhaps we should punctuate (see 
Ges.-Kautzsch, § 48 7) O08 as nando and AyD’ in g}% 

Desolations. Cf. Isa. 614. 

The city over which thy name has been called. 7p) WS Wyn 
mby qow. It is best with Driver to render this idiom literally 
here. It implies that God has conquered it and made it His 
own: cf. 2Sam. 1278: also Deut. 28"; Isa. 41; Amosg}*; Jer. 71° 
This expression recurs in the next verse. Cf. the rendering of 
the LXX and Th. as compared with that in 1 Baruch 2”. 
Thus mby++*swx is rendered by the LXX of Dan. g!® by 
ep fis... €n’ a’rns and in 1 Baruch 276 by of . . . ew aire. 

Present our supplications before thee, i.e. p32 Inn od DD. 
This idiom is found only in Jer. in the O.T., cf. 3878, 427°, 367, 
377°. The LXX renders freely SedueOa ev rais mpocevxais nuov. 
Th. literally purrotper dv oixretpnov nuov, I Baruch 2° xara- 
BadNopev tov €Aeor—all independent renderings of the same 
Hebrew liturgical formula. I am quoting 1 Baruch to show 
that we have in it an independent witness to original liturgical 
formulae. 

Thy great compassions. This expression is found in r Baruch 
277; Neh. g!® 751, and in the earlier books: Ps. rr9°; 2 Sam. 
24'*. It was thus a familiar formula in liturgical prayers. 

8. Hear... forgive. A reminiscence of r Kings 82°: 34 36, 

Defer not. Cf. Ps. 40180, 

9°. This verse serves to connect 9! with its new context. 
9* was originally followed immediately by 921. In 92° we have 
a summary of the interpolated prayer. It is composed of phrases 
which have already occurred in 91°, Thus for ‘praying and 
confessing’, cf. 9; for ‘my sin and the sin of my people Israel’, 
cf. 9!°; for ‘presenting my supplication’, cf. g!8; and for ‘the 
holy mountain of my God’, cf. g!. 


IX. ar COMMENTARY 235 


My sins and the sins. So LXX, Th., Pesh., Vulg. MT reads 
“my sin and the sin’. 

9”. Resumption of the original text. 

In prayer, i.e. nbana, For this reading Ginsburg quotes 
several witnesses, and, as Marti urges, it is to be preferred to 
APBAD of the MT, which means that Daniel was ‘repeating a 
prayer learnt by heart’. The latter reading would suit, if 94”! 
belonged to the text. But the text does not include the prayer 
which Daniel prayed from the depths of his heart with fasting 
and sackcloth and ashes—the object of which was to learn the 
true interpretation of the prophecy revealed to him (93) and 
which Gabriel assures him he had come to reveal to him. The 
LXX also presupposes a good text ¢v rij mpocevyi) pou ‘nDaNa, 

'Behold'. Since the LXX and Th. read «ai iSod here and the 
Vulg. ecce, lassume the loss of mn in the Hebrew. In any case we 
have the vav apodosis, three examples of which occur in chapter 1, 
but there before a verb, where it is also the vav consecutive. 

The man Gabriel, bwrai wsn. Cf. 8! 422 aN >. 

+Being sore weariedt. This seems the only admissible 
translation of "2 Y. The participle is thus the Hoph‘al of 4}. 
But the sense is inappropriate as applied to an angel. On the 
other hand this participle could be the Hoph‘al of my and the 
phrase rendered ‘being caused to fly swiftly’. But 42 is in 
this case incapable of explanation. It may possibly have origin- 
ated as a dittograph of yo. The above rendering, which ignores 
Ay°2, has the support of the ancient versions. LXX rayeu pepdpevos, 
Vulg. cito volans, while Th. gives simply zerépevos. On the other 
hand, nowhere else in the O. T. are angels represented as having 
wings. The first undoubted passage in Jewish literature which 
bears on this question is 1 Enoch 611, and even there the angels 
are not naturally winged but only adopt wings for a special pur- 
pose. The idea of wings was in due course taken from the winged 
Seraphim and Cherubim and included in the conception of angels 
generally. 

If the text is right, then we must connect it with Daniel, as do 
Meinhold and Keil, and render ‘whom I had seen in the vision 
aforetime when I was sore wearied’. In 8118 Daniel was 
affrighted, when Gabriel came to him, and lost consciousness. 
It required the angel to touch him to restore him to conscious- 
ness and vigour. On this occasion also the touch of the angel 
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restores Daniel, who was no doubt overwearied by his prayer 
and fasting (9°). 

Touched me. ‘28 ¥39 should naturally bear the same meaning 
here as in 8!8, rol, and so Th. renders jaro, The touch of the 
angel strengthens Daniel. y1) can be used in a good sense as in 
these three passages. In 8’, 12! it has a neutral meaning 
‘to come near to’ or ‘to come to’, which may be followed by 
unhappy or happy effects subsequently. As examples of the 
latter may be cited 1212; of the former 87; Micah 1°; Jer. 51°; 
Aram. Pap. (Cowley) Ah. 165, 166. It could bear the meaning 
assigned to it in the LX X mpoonyyoé wor, but that meaning does not 
suit the context, though Bevan, Behrmann, and Marti adopt it. 
By so doing, they are obliged to follow the text presupposed by 
the LXX at the beginning of the next verse. 

The time of evening oblation. Cf. 2 Kings 16% ; Ezra 9*°, &c. 
See note on 6!°, The manuscripts vary between > and 3 
before ny. 

92. Instructed me. For j2\ read ‘32 with Th. (cuvérioév pe) and 
Vulg. Cf. 8!°. The pronoun is all but necessary in the Hebrew. 
Otherwise with LX X («cai mpoo#\Ge) and Pesh. read “2 or 13) = 
8i3", as do Bevan and other scholars, comparing 1 King 12. 

Gabriel’s sole communication refers to the seventy weeks, but 
in no single respect to the subjects of the prayer in 9* 1°. 

To make thee skilful of understanding, i.e. to make thee clear 
in understanding. The m3 in this phrase m2 Sawn serves to 
recall 2 j)N) in 827, as Marti observes. 23. is here used 
adverbially ; cf. Deut. 2°74 monn da ann dX. “Phrases ot 
this kind form the transition from the use of the abstract verbal 
noun as the object of the verb (as in 7517) 739 O73 7 1 Sam. 
19°) to the so-called accusative of manner (as in... Jer. 3).’— 
Bevan. 

9°. A word went forth. The ‘word’ here does not mean the 
command given to Gabriel to go to Daniel but refers to the 
Divine pronouncement made ing*4~7._ It is repeated in the closing 
words of this verse. 727 Ny’ would be the classical Hebrew 
equivalent (cf. Isa, 2?; Mic. 42; later Hebrew Esther 11°) of the 
Aramaic P52 (ND: cf. 218, 417, 

After ‘went forth’ it is possible that with the LXX mapa xvpiov 
we should add ‘from the Lord’. ‘24x could easily fall out before 
the next word ‘3") through homoioteleuton. 


{X. 24 COMMENTARY 237 


To tell (thee). After wind add 2 with two manuscripts and 
LXX, Th., Pesh., Vulg. 

‘Man’ greatly beloved. 1 have here with Th. (dvip émdvjudr), 
Vulg., Sym. (dvjp ém6vpntés) restored wx before nynon. Thus we 
recover the full phrase which recurs in 1014!) (MT, LXX, Th., 
Vulg.). It is true that the plural by itself can be put as an 
emphatic predicate: cf. Cant. 51° nxn wba ‘he is altogether 
lovely’. With the use of the fem. plural nyton as ‘an object 
of desires’: cf. Ps. 217 mia03 as ‘an object of blessings’: 1103 
‘thy people is freewillingnesses’ nya: Ezek. 273° ‘Thou art 
become terrors’ mnda: cf. Ges.-Kautzsch, § 141 ¢. But Driver 
(Tenses, § 189 (2)) states that it is ‘unnecessary and wrong’ to 
supply wx. It is true of course that the idiom in the MT is 
good Hebrew. Considering, however, the frequent corruptions 
of the MT of Daniel, and the fact that the full phrase occurs 
twice in the next chapter, and that in Daniel nyty0n is used in our 
author only of things elsewhere (10°, 11°* 4°), it is only reason- 
able to infer that mitwon needed to be more clearly defined, 
when applied to a man, by prefixing ws, With this phrase in 
our author we might compare Jer. 317° Dywyw qb) = ‘a pleasant 
child’. Bevan explains the LXX éreewds (dvOpwros édeewds To. 7°) 
as a rendering of MDM, and compares Jer. Sot. ix. 24° wor 
nywvon. 

9” (1) The criticism of the text. 

This is a most difficult verse. It is worth while devoting 
some attention to the versions in the hope of throwing some 
light on our text. First of all Th. makes no contribution. 
Some of the manuscripts indeed read éws rod madawOjvar rd wapd- 
nT@pa, Kai TOD ouvTeAcTOjvat Gpapriay, which presupposes %?3? as 
a doublet of xb25.1. This variant is the only one with which 
Tertullian, Adv. Jud. viii, is acquainted, ‘quoad usque invetere- 
tur delictum’. When we remove «ai aradeiya ras adixias,? which 
is a borrowed phrase from the LXX, and which forms with kai 
rov eéikdoacba ddixias a duplicate rendering of py spd), Th. has 
exactly the same number of clauses as in the MT. But roo 


1 Read nidad with Bevan, Kamphausen, and others. Yet yoo may be an 
Aramaized form of it. 

2 Observe that all the infinitives in Th, in this verse are preceded by Tov 
except this borrowed one and also that in the LXX none of the infinitives is 


preceded by Tov. 
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ohpayica dpaptias clearly goes back to nixon pind, which is the 
Kt. of the MT. The Qr. “n onnd is supported by Aquila rod 
TeAcL@oat THY abeciay, 

Thus the K¢ and Qr. of the MT in this clause existed in the 
second century A.p. The Vulg. diverges in two respects from 
the MT: (r) ‘(ut) finem accipiat peccatum’” = NON pnp, which 
is the Qr.; (2) ‘(ut) deleatur’ iniquitas’ = [ nind and not 
“y sa25, The Pesh. supports the Q7. non onnd. 

We now turn to the LXX. _ It is very corrupt, yet it can give 
some help towards the recovery of the original text. The first 
clause rod cuvtedecOjvac tiv dyapriay is obviously a rendering of 
ywan mbad (i.e. xdod). The second clause, kal tras ddtcias. omavi- 
gat is corrupt. The order of the words is wrong. In the other 
six clauses in this verse the verb precedes the noun as it should 
here. Next, since ddixia is never in the LX X used as a rendering 
of nxon, it follows that nxun did not occur in the faulty Hebrew 
manuscript used by the LXX translator. Finally, omavica:—so 
rendered also in the Syr'—appears to be best explained as a 
corruption of ofpayica (so Th.).2 For A¢. mixun (so also LXX, 
Th., Pesh.) Q7. reads nxon (so Aq., Vulg.). 

The third clause is kal dradeia ras ddixias. This corresponds 
to the Hebrew py 1925. But neither drateipo nor éfadreipo is 
ever used in the LXX as a rendering of 153, but of nnd. Hence 
the LXX translator, like the translator of the Vulg. as we found 
above had py mind (cf. Ps. 5111, &c.) before him. 

The next clause kai dcavonOjvac +5 dpaya is clearly wrong, There 
could hardly be two references to the vision within six short 
clauses. Moreover, the context is concerned with the various 
stages of the fulfilment of the vision and cannot admit of an 
otiose reference to the understanding of it in the midst of these. 
The aim of the entire message is to make the Seer understand 
the vision. Can this unmeaning phrase be explained? I can 


1 MD occurs thirty-four times in the O.T. Of these it is rendered thirty 
times in Vulg. by .delere, especially in Ps. 51311; Isa. 43”, 442%, where it 
expresses the full and free Divine forgiveness. Hence we justly conclude that 
it occurred in Dan. 97. 

2, So Bevan. C. H. H. Wright says this is incorrect, and suggests that 
omavioa is a rendering of xd , but even the translator of the LXX could 
hardly have been guilty of such a rendering. There seems to be no way of 


explaining omavioam through a corruption of the Hebrew or of the Aramaic 
original, 
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only suggest mere possibilities. ScavonOjvax = tans which may be 
a corruption of xvand. The converse corruption we found in 9”. 
If this is the xan that follows in the next clause, then the inter- 
vening words 76 épaya kai S06jvae are an interpolation. But why 
were they interpolated? There is still another possibility. The 
LXX originally omitted zpopjrnv or according to the Syrh kai 
mpopyrny kai etppava, Is then jin xvand a dittograph of sa pin 
which got displaced into this earlier clause and was then emended 
in order to give some seeming sense? If we could regard 
dvavonOjvar (1. €. rand corrupt for xrand) ro épapa as a dittograph, 
then by its omission we should attain to a text full of meaning. 
For d06jvai Sixacoctvny aidviov (7) pay nnb) would mean ‘to set up 
everlasting righteousness’, i.e. The kingdom of everlasting 
righteousness. 

Next in the fifth clause owredecjva = onnd which is corrupt 
for onnd—the converse corruption of what the translator of Th. 
found in the second clause. 

Finally, in the sixth clause «i¢pava = nisi which is corrupt 
for nvirnd, Hence read xpioa. The same error occurs probably 
ij blos.7°: 

Thus the recovered and emended text of the LXX would run 
thus : cuvvredeo Onvat (rd. ouvtehécat) Thy duaptiay kal Tas [ ddcxias | toppaytoat 
(rd. mAnpéoar) kai dradeipar ras ddixias Kai SoOjvat dixacoodbyny ai@mov Kat 
tovvrencaOjvact (rd. odpayioa) 7d dpapa kai (rpopytnr) kai tedppavart 
(rd. xpica) dywr dyiov. Thus the Hebrew text presupposed by 
the LX X and emended is to be translated as follows: 


‘Seventy weeks are decreed upon thy people and upon thy 
holy city 
To complete the transgression and bring sins to the full, 
And to blot out iniquity and to set up everlasting righteous- 
ness, 
And to seal vision and ‘prophet! and to anoint a most holy 
place.’ 
24¢ (restored text) NINA pnap} YE nidad 
.Dpy PIy nn?) jy niny> 


As we have seen above the LXX together with the Vulg. in the 
third line diverges from the MT in reading ‘to blot out’ (cf. 
Ps, 511") where the MT has ‘to make reconciliation for’. Again 
in the same line we have ‘to set up’. Thus the text of the third 
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line is as old as 145 8.c. There is no external attestation of 
the text of the MT for this line earlier than the 2nd cent. A.D. 

(2) The interpretation of the text. 

This verse lays down the principle that the seventy years 
foretold by Jeremiah are to be understood as seventy weeks of 
years, i.e. 490 years, and that these years concerned God’s holy 
people and city. This is clear from 9?, where Daniel is said to 
have observed in the Scriptures that the seventy years of 
Jeremiah had reference to the desolations of Jerusalem. But 
since the Seer did not understand why it should not be fulfilled 
for so many days, he sought illumination through a vision 9°. 
In answer to his prayer Gabriel is sent, who explained the 
years to mean weeks of years. The notion of a week of years 
was already familiar to the Jews. But the word Y%2¥ which in 
924: 25, 26,27 means a week of years, has not this meaning elsewhere 
in the O.T. It occurs, however, with this meaning some 
hundreds of times in the Book of Jubilees (bef. 100 B.c.) and in 
the Mishna (Sanh. v. 1) and the Talmud. But the way had 
been prepared for the statement in our text by 2 Chron. 3674 
‘until the land had enjoyed her sabbaths ; for so long as she lay 
desolate she kept sabbath, to fulfil three score and ten years’ 
(cf. Lev. 26° °°), Here the ideas of seventy years and ot 
sabbatical years are brought together. 

Weeks. Our author uses the masc. plural pyaw six times, 
whereas the rest of the O. T. uses niyav, 

The transgression, i.e. the heathen worship established in the 
Temple: cf. 812 18, 23, 

Are decreed, i.e. J), a ax. dey. in the O.T. but found in the 
Mishna and Talmud in the sense of ‘to decide’. The singular 
verb after the plural subject is to be explained on the ground 
that the seventy weeks are regarded as a unit of time: cf. Gen. 
35° for a still stranger example of this idiom. When this period 
of seventy weeks had passed, then all the blessings mentioned in 
the next three lines were to be fulfilled. 

To complete, i.e. NP29—an Aramaised form for nv$a. So Hitzig, 
Marti, and others. Bevan, Driver, &c. render ‘to make an end 
of’. But see next clause. 

The transgression, i.e. ywnn. Cf. 812 18, 23, 

To bring sins to the full, nysen onnd. So Hitzig, Marti, &c. 
Cf. 8 where the same Hebrew phrase recurs. Here again 
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Bevan, Driver, and others prefer to render ‘to make an end of’, 
and compare Num. 25!!; Ezek.22!, But the meaning is deter- 
mined by the correct text in 87%, 

To blot out iniquity, i.e. jy mm>. See above p. 237 sq. ‘Itis 
God who here ‘blots out iniquity’. This is the oldest attested 
text according to the LXX. It is also supported by the Vulg. 
The phrase occurs in Ps. 511!: cf.513; Isa. 4325, 4422. It implies 
a full and free forgiveness. The Massoretic reading p25 seems 
to be a late replacement of the earlier phrase. It has generally 
a propitiatory sense, unless in Deut. 218, 324°; Ezek. 16°; Jer. 
188; Ps. 654, 78°°, 79°, where it is used without any reference to 
a propitiatory rite. It is seldom used by the prophets—only 
once in Jer. 18”°, but Duhm and Cornill reject that verse as a 
later addition, The meaning ofthis verb differs, as Driver points 
out, ‘according as the subject is the priest or God: in the former 
case the meaning is to. . . screen the sinner by means usually of 
a propitiatory sacrifice’. It is then generally rendered, as here in 
Th., by e&AdoxeoOa. When the priest is the subject, the object of 
the verb is never the gud/t as in our text. Ifthe guilt from which 
the offender is freed is mentioned it is preceded by jp (Lev. 42°, 
5°10, &.) or by (Lev. 435, 518, &c.). ‘In the latter case it means 
to treat as covered, to pardon ...without any reference to a pro- 
pitiatory rite in relation to either the offender or the offence. 
See passages above referred to. Cf. Driver zm /oc. and Deut., p.425 
sq. Again kappér with a few exceptions (Lev. 57°~%8, 1919—?2 ; 
Num. 5°—°) was only used of the forgiveness of sins committed in- 
voluntarily and not deliberately. But the context requires the 
latter meaning. Hence the usual meaning of the word and the con- 
text reinforce the unquestionable evidence of the LX X and Vulg. 

Though 155 can be used in the sense of a free forgiveness (cf. 
Lev. 16*°), its implications are generally of a different nature in 
the distinctively priestly phraseology of the Priest’s Code and 
Ezekiel. The present context is decidedly against any such 
thought, and, independently of the strong documentary evi- 
dence, favours mm as the original reading. This latter, which 
appears to be the original reading, helps to determine the meaning 
of the next clause. 

Everlasting righteousness. This expression is without a parallel 
in the O.T. But starting from the true reading in the preceding 
clause it may be defined as the eternal ethical righteousness of 


3266 R 


242 THE BOOK OF DANIEL IX. 24- 


the Messianic kingdom Ifthe MT. py p25 be retained there is 
much to be said on behalf of Bevan’s suggestion that ‘the words 
“p> and psy are both legal terms, and that by the ‘atoning of 
sin” and the “ bringing in of everlasting righteousness ” is meant 
the termination of that controversy... (2°) which God has with 
His people (see Isa. 279 2PY! j¥ 1B)’. 

To seal vision and prophet, i.e. to confirm the vision of the 
prophet, cf. John 3%, 627. This is a sort of hendiadys. The 
metaphor is taken from affixing a seal to a document to attest its 
genuineness (1 Kings 21°; Jer. 321°, 11, 44). 

A most holy place. The expression ‘holy of holies’ (2w7) wp) 
is a priestly term and is applied to a great variety of objects but 
not to persons. Here it denotes apparently the Temple that was 
to be consecrated in the Messianicage. Cf.Isa.607; Ezek. 40 sqq. 
In Ezek. 43%, 45%, 48! it is used of the temple in Ezekiel’s vision. 
Elsewhere it is used of the altar of burnt-offering, Exod. 29° %7, 
3079, 4o!°: of the altar of incense, Exod. 301°; of the tent of 
meeting, 307°-®; of the sacred incense, 30°° ; and of many other 
things connected with the sacrifices. See Driver 7 Joc. 

9-7. The resolution of the 70 years tnto periods of 7, 62, and 1. 

9g”. First of the three periods, consisting of 7 weeks. In this 
verse as the preceding I will treat first the recovery of the text 
by critical methods and next its interpretation. 

(1) Criticism of the text. The MT is decidedly corrupt in two 
passages of this verse. But in both passages we can recover 
the original text with the help of the versions backed by the 
requirements of the context. 

To rebuild Jerusalem. I have here emended min) avind with 
the Pesh. and Vulg. into nisady awd ‘to rebuild’. But, even 
apart from these versions, we are obliged by the context to 
make this emendation. As Bevan rightly urges, the expressions 
noady and and anza awn are evidently intended to correspond 
to each other, that is, are intended to bear the same meaning, 
But they do not bear the same meaning as the MT stands. 
Hence ‘most commentators translate the former “to restore 
and to build”, and the latter “shall be built again”, taking the 
first in a literal and afterwards in a derived sense’ (so Ewald). 
Von Lengerke and Hitzig try to avoid the difficulty by trans- 
lating awn ‘shall be restored’. But Driver objects that awn 
though used of restoring exiles is not used elsewhere of re- 
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storing, i. e. rebuilding a city. In support of Driver’s objection 
I may add that no ancient version so renders it here. Bevan 
proposes (and Driver regards the emendation as plausible) to 
read mip} awind ‘to people and to build’, and to render the 
second clause ‘shall be peopled and built’, and cites Isa. 447; 
Jer. 3088; Ezek. 36'°-1 in support of his emendation. But they 
are not true parallels. Isaiah declares that Jerusalem will be 
inhabited and the cities of Judah built: Ezekiel that the cities 
shall be inhabited and the waste places builded; while Jeremiah 
is distinctly against Bevan’s emendation as it reads: ‘the city 
shall be builded... and the palace be inhabited’ (so Cornill, 
&c.). In itself the idea is so obvious as not to call for expression. 
It is a case of cela va sans dire. Some repopulation of Jerusalem 
must of course precede the rebuilding. We now pass on to the 
next proposal—that of Marti. He suggests on the ground of Jer. 
29'° that we should translate the first clause thus: ‘to bring back 
Jerusalem and to build’, and explains Jerusalem as meaning the 
people of Jerusalem and Judaea. This rendering does not meet 
Bevan’s objection and incurs still greater disabilities of its own. 


We are thus obliged to emend the MT wn), although it is as 
old as 145 B. c. or thereabouts, seeing that the LXX attests it. 
But neither the LXX nor Th. could give any intelligible meaning 
to it: they render it indeed by the word dmoxpiOqva-—a rendering 
quite possible in itself but quite impossible in this context. 
I, therefore, emend this ancient corrupt form m3) wad into aw 
moady, or mad awd. Cf. Deut. 244; Jer. 444. For awnd may 
not be translated ‘again’. Cf. also Ezek. 187 where the corrupt 
MT is emended by Cornill and others into 2, ayy ‘restores’. 

With square and moat, i.e. pram ann. Bevan with the 
Pesh. emends this into yn) aynn ‘with public places and streets’. 
These two words are found in parallelism in Prov. 17°, 71; Isa. 
15°; Jer. 54. Bevan contends that yn, with which it is com- 
pared and which occurs in the Mishna and Talmud, does not 
mean ‘trench’ or ‘moat’, but only a ditch in a field or garden 
(cf. B. Talm., Ki. v.3: ii. 8: Jer. Talm., Shabod. iii. 5°), and never 
a trench used for the purpose of fortification. But this is not so. 
In the Zakar Inscription A. 10 (8th Cent. B.c.), which is in the 
main Aramaic, but contains Canaanitish and Hebrew elements, 
yn means a trench dug out for this very purpose : WW }12 Tw 977 
(ayyan jo pan apoym Jan ‘they raised a wall higher than the 

R 2 
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wall of Chazrek and dug a trench deeper than its trench’. 
Bevan’s objection is that a city built on such uneven ground as 
Jerusalem was could be very imperfectly defended by a moat 
or trench. Buta trench or even a moat is not necessarily con- 
structed to be filled with water. Jerusalem was to be a strongly 
entrenched city with large public spaces. 

It may be added here that the word is found in the Assyrian 
as harisu. The renderings of the LXX eis mhdros kai pixos (in the 
dittography in the first rendering the phrase is omitted) and Th. 
mAarela kai Teiyos are Simply guesses. 

26°, And at the end of the times, even after. Here the MT (so 
Vulg.) has 1) OnyA piy3, which = ‘even in troublous times and’. 
Th. has kai éxxev@bnoovTat ol Kapol = ONIN yyyprm (?). These two 
readings appear to be corruptions of o'nyn ypa. So the LXX 
kara ovrtéderay xaipov, and also the Pesh. This phrase must be 
transferred to the beginning of 9*°, and the ) before *1n~ should 
not, as Bevan, followed by Von Gall, Marti, and others, proposes, 
be omitted, but should be retained and rendered by ‘ even’ (i.e. 
the vav explicative). 

(2) The interpretation. With the emended text this is simple. 

The going forth of the word. The text refers to the word of 
God spoken by Jer. 301, 315 s0- 

The date implied by these words should be 604 B. c. (i. e. from 
Jer. 25'181 combined with 251), or 596 B.c. (from Jer. 29?°). 
But the writer does not think of these dates, but makes the 
destruction of Jerusalem the point of departure, i. e. 586 B.c. 

Unto an anointed one. The prince here referred to is, as 
Eusebius, Graetz, Bevan, Marti, and others hold, the high 
priest, Lev. 45:1 67; 2 Macc. 11°—‘the anointed priest’. The 
word ‘prince’ is applied to the high priest in 9*°, 1122. The 
first seven weeks, therefore, come to a close with the restoration 
of the Jewish worship (c¢rca 538 B.c.) under Jeshua, the son of 
Jozadak (Ezra 3”), the first high priest after the return from the 
Exile, Hag. 11; Zech. 3!. Others think that Cyrus is meant, 
but this is less likely. 

Second of the three periods, consisting of sixty-two weeks. 

9°. Three score and two weeks, i.e. during this period. On 
this period see note on 92°27, 

9%". The seventh week—171-164 B.c. Since the seventh 
week must embrace the years 171-164, a difficulty arises as to 
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the terminus a quo of the sixty-two weeks. In the notes on the 
preceding verse we found that the first seven weeks came to 
a close in the year £38 8.c. But from 538 to 171 B.c. there is 
an interval, not of 434 years (i.e. sixty-two weeks of years), but 
only of 367. In other words there is an error of sixty-seven 
years. Some scholars have thought to surmount this difficulty 
by making the first seven weeks of the sixty-two weeks to run 
parallel with the first seven weeks of the seventy weeks, i.e. 
586-538 B.c. But this interpretation fails to explain the anomaly. 
Of the other explanations offered the best is that supported by 
Graf, Néldeke, and Bevan, which is that our author followed 
a wrong computation. The materials for an exact chronology 
from the destruction of Jerusalem, 586 B. c. to the establishment 
of the Seleucid period in 312 B.c., were not at the disposal of 
a Jew living in Palestine, nor apparently of any Jew. For 
Schiirer (Gesch. des Jiid. Volkes*, 111. 189 seq.: Engl. Transl., 
II. iii. 53 seq.) has shown that dates covering this period which 
are given by professed historians of Judaism, such as Josephus 
and the Egyptian Jew Demetrius (/loru:t ante 200 B.C.), are 
untrustworthy in the way of excess, as in our text and that the 
excess in Demetrius is almost exactly that in Daniel. Thus (1) 
in the Bell. Jud. vi. 4. 8 of Josephus he states that 639 years had 
elapsed between the second year of Cyrus and a.p. 70. In 
that case the second year of Cyrus would have been 569 B.c. 
(2) In Ant. xx. 10 he reckons 414 years as having elapsed between 
the return from the captivity in the first year of Cyrus and the 
time of Antiochus V Eupator (164-162): and (3) in Avd. xiii. 11. 
1 he reckons 481 years between the first year of Cyrus and the 
time of Aristobulus (105-104). Thus according to these three 
time determinations, Cyrus became king respectively in the 
years 570 B.C., 578 and 586, whereas his accession to the throne 
was really in 538. These three statements of Josephus show 
that he was wrong in his chronology to the extent of forty to 
fifty years. Schiirer 27 /oc. and ili. 349-351 draws attention to 
the historian Demetrius as having made almost exactly the same 
miscalculation as our author. Thus he states that 573 years? 

1 See quotations from Demetrius in Clem. Alex. Strom. i. 21. 141: a’ ob 5e 
ai gudal ai déxa éx Sapapelas aixpddwro yeyovaciy ews Wrodepatov terdprov ern 
mevrnkdoa EBdounKovta Tpia pvas évvéa. But the figures are corrupt in the rest 


of this quotation. For in the same quotation he says that the interval between 
the captivity of Israel and that of Judah was 128 years and six months, and 
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elapsed between the exile of the Ten Tribes (722 B.c.) and the 
accession and the time of Ptolemy IV (222 8B. c.), and thus like 
Daniel reckoned this interval by some seventy years too much. 
From these facts Schtirer concludes that Daniel was following 
the chronology current in his time. 

An anointed one be cut off. The anointed one is the high 
priest Onias III (son of Simon II), who was removed from the 
high priesthood in 175 B.c. by Antiochus for a bribe of 440 
talents of silver offered by Jason, the brother of Onias (2 Macc. 
47’~*), After Jason had held the high priesthood for three years 
he was supplanted by a Benjaminite (cf. 472 with 3*) named 
Menelaus, whom he had sent with the 440 talents to the king. 
Menelaus betrayed his employer, and secured the high priest- 
hood for himself by outbidding Jason by 300 talents. When, 
however, he failed to pay this money the king summoned him 
before him. On arriving at the court Menelaus found that the 
king had gone off to quell an insurrection in Cilicia, and had left 
Andronicus, one of his courtiers, to act as his deputy. Menelaus 
availed himself of this opportunity to secure the favour of Andro- 
nicus by the gift of golden vessels which he had stolen from the 
Temple. On learning this latter fact, Onias censured him sharply 
and withdrew for safety into the sanctuary of Daphne, close to 
Antioch. Resenting this rebuke Menelaus prevailed on Andro- 
nicus to assassinate Onias. Antiochus on his return was so indig- 
nant at this crime that he had Andronicus put to death on the very 
spot where he had murdered Onias. See 2 Macc. 47~®: 28~88, 

This account of the death of Onias has been generally and 
rightly accepted by historians such as Ewald, v. 295, 355: 
Schirer’, i. 196: Graetz, ii. 2, 203. But on the grounds that 
2 Macc. (which undoubtedly contains unhistorical matter) alone 
records the murder of Onias, and that Josephus! gives a con- 


that the interval between the Captivity of Judah and Ptolemy IV was 338 years 
and three months, Thus, according to this second computation the entire 
interval between the Captivity of Israel and Ptolemy would be 466 years and 
nine months, and*the two computations for the same period would differ to 
the extent of 107 years. 

1 Josephus not only does not record the assassination of Onias, but in 
Ant, xii. 9. 7: xili. 3. 1-3: xx. 10 speaks of the Onias the son of Onias—brother 
of the martyred Onias in xx. 10. 1—as fleeing into Egypt and building there 
a temple at Leontopolis ; whereas, in Bell, Jud. i. 1. 1, vii. 10. 2, 3, he states that 
Onias himself, after the capture of Jerusalem by Antiochus, fled to Egypt and 
founded a temple in the district of Heliopolis. 
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flicting account, Wellhausen (Isr. und Jiid. Gesch.’, PP. 244-47 : 
Willrich, Jsiden und Griechen, pp. 86, 90, 120 sqq.) brands the 
whole record of the assassination of Onias as apocryphal. But 
the grounds are not valid. (1) Josephus’ statements not only 
conflict with those of 2 Macc. but with one another. If we 
compare Anf. xii. 5. 1 with xv. 3. 1: xix. 6. 2: xx. 10. 3 we 
learn that Menelaus was called Onias, and was also a brother of 
Jason. Schiirer rightly remarks that, if the first statement is 
right, then the second is very improbable; for in that case two 
brothers would both have borne the name Onias. That Mene- 
laus was not a brother of Jason but a Benjaminite, as 2 Macc. 
(4%, 3*) states, there is no justifiable ground for questioning.’ 
(2) But it is not true, as is apparently universally assumed, that 
there is no other evidence than that of 2 Macc. for the assassi- 
nation of a high priest under Antiochus Epiphanes. In 
t Enoch go’ the only valid interpretation of the words ‘the 
ravens flew upon those lambs, and took one of those lambs 
and dashed the sheep in pieces’ is that ‘the one’ here referred 
to is Onias, the son of Simon. By general consent ‘the ravens’ 
are the Syrians under Antiochus Epiphanes. ‘The lamb’ 
cannot be interpreted of any one of the Maccabean princes, 
since in that case he would, according to the usage of the writer, 
have been symbolized by a horned lamb or a ram: cf. 90°, which 
refers to the Maccabees under the symbol of ‘horned lambs’. 
1 Enoch 83-90 was written before the death of Judas Macca- 
baeus, 161 B.c., and possibly before his purification of the 
Temple in 165 B.c. 

And he shall have no... The MTis defective, it reads 15 px. 
This is sometimes rendered ‘and shall have nothing’. But this 
is the questionable rendering of an uncertain text. The 
meaning also is unsatisfactory. The LXX xai otk éora implies 
92°81 ‘and shall be no more’: Th. kai pina ove éore ev ait = 
° 17 PS} ‘and that without judgement’: Fell (Zheol. Quartal- 
schrift, 18y2, 355-395) and Marti propose ? nS PR) “though 
guiltless’: and Graetz 1 ayiy }N) ‘without a helper’. 

The city and the sanctuary shall be destroyed, together with a 
prince. Here with Bevan, Von Gall, and Marti I emend 


1 See also Biichler (Die Tobiaden und die Oniaden, 1899, pp. 106-124, 240 sq. 
and Niese (Kritik der beiden Makkabderbticher (1900), p. 96 seq.), who maintain 
the accuracy of the record of Onias’ death in 2 Macc. 
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nynw: (‘shall destroy’) into MMW ‘shall be destroyed’, and 
with one manuscript and five versions—LXX, Th., Pesh., 
Vulg., Aquila—y ‘people’ into 59. The MT reads: ‘And the 
people of the prince that shall come shall destroy the city and 
the sanctuary’. This would refer to the forces of Antiochus, 
who made a spoil of Jerusalem, setting it on fire and laying low 
its houses and walls (1 Macc. 1°152,38), The word OY in this case 
would mean ‘soldiers’ as in 2 Sam. 101%, &c. But this text 
obliges us to take 7.1) ‘prince’ in a different sense from what it 
bears in the preceding verse, where it refers to the Jewish high 
priest. This is not an insurmountable difficulty. But the 
emended text is clearly preferable. But who is the prince 
referred to? Bevan says Jason, the brother and successor of 
Onias III. But Jason was the leader of the Hellenizers in 
Judea, and could not, therefore, be regarded with favour by the 
Seer. The description of his miserable death in Sparta 
(2 Macc. 57~1°) would fall in well with our text. It is best, 
therefore, with Marti to recognize in the indefinite 722 a second 
reference to Onias III, though in that case we should normally 
expect 797. With the removal and death of Onias II] began 
the ruin of the city and sanctuary through the Hellenizers in 
Jerusalem. 

9*°°—27, The third of the three periods, consisting of 1 week. 

And the end shall come. Here | accept the emendation of 
Von Gall, Marti, and others of ‘8?! 827 into 27 N33, following 
in the main the LXX «xa néet  ovvtédkeca avrod. ‘The end’ is 
a technical expression for the last period of affliction : cf. 81719, 
Graetz (following the LXX exactly) reads yp s2) ‘and his end 
shall come’. 

With a flood. Cf. Neh. 1, ‘with an overrunning flood (DY) 
he will make a full end of the place’: cf. Jer.’ 47%. This 
metaphor recurs in 11”. It signifies overwhelming war. The 
war is that of Antiochus against the Saints. 

That which is determined of desolations. In the phrase (nynn3 
nyo) the first word is the Niph‘al inf. construct. It is borrowed 
from Isa, 10*8, 28%, which contain the double phrase at the 
close of the next verse. The LXX has here kal dgaipeOjoerat 4 
éphuoos = noown Ayan». Th. had the words but not the syntax 
of the MT before him. For the desolations referred to see 
1 Mace. 1°°, 3*5, 438, and cf. note on 8" of our text. 
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9”. This verse describes the last of the seventy weeks 
beginning in the year 171 B.C. 

9”. And a stringent statute shall be issued against the many. 
Such appears to me the rendering of what was the original text, 
as I hope to show on many grounds. But first let us deal with 
the MT ovand ma aim, which is supported by Th.,! and is 
perforce rendered: ‘And he shall make a firm covenant with 
the many.’ If the interpretation of the preceding verses is 
correct, then Antiochus has not, so far, been definitely referred 
to, and yet this rendering presupposes him to be the subject of 
the verb. The text I propose gets rid of this difficulty. But 
there are other difficulties. Only once elsewhere does the 
Hiph‘il 337 occur in the sense of ‘to make strong’ or ‘to 
confirm’, i.e. in Ps. 12°, But this is not an insurmountable 
difficulty. The real difficulties lie in the second and third of 
the three words. Of these the second word ‘covenant’ (m3) 
does not occur elsewhere in Daniel in this sense. It does 
occur in 117%8,9932) where it practically means the religion of 
Israel alike as a creed and its expression in worship. Those 
who translate pad (so MT) ‘with the many’ are obliged to 
take n’n2 in the sense of ‘covenant’, and to recognize ‘the 
many’, with whom the covenant is made, as the Hellenizing 
Jews. Antiochus is in this case the subject of the verb, and he 
makes a covenant with the Hellenizers. But the Hellenizers 
and their converts are said to be woddof but not of woAdoi in 
1 Macc. 1, and are represented as saying in 1 Macc. 1”, ‘ Let 
us go and make a covenant with the nations round about us’ 
(mopevOdpev Kui Siabapeba SiadjKny pera tov eOvav Tv Kiko jer). But 
since pad (if the Massoretic punctuation is right, and it is 
so accepted by scholars) should be translated ‘the many’ just 
as uy Li”, pad 2’ is to be translated ‘shall instruct the 
many’, and in 11° D323 po»whm ‘shall cause them to rule over 
the many’, so here we should render the MT, ‘shall make a 
firm covenant with the many’. Now who are ‘the many’ ? 
This is clear from 12%, where the phrase recurs, and where 
D313 ‘pS is to be rendered ‘they that turn the many to 
righteousness’. This last expression is clearly borrowed from 


1 Syvapdoer SvaOqnnvy moddois. The LXX renders the Hiph‘l intransitively 
wal dvvacretoet 4 diaOnKn eis ToAAOUS. 


250 THE BOOK OF DANIEL Tie 


Tsav 153!) p22 ++ + py. ‘shall make the many righteous’. 
‘The many’ then were not the small body of Hellenizers but the 
main body of the people. 

If this conclusion is right, then it follows that m3 7337) is 
corrupt. Antiochus did not make a covenant with the main 
body of the Jews but with a minority who were Hellenizers. 
Recognizing the corruptness of this expression—not on the last 
ground I have advanced but on the earlier, Bevan holds that 
‘covenant’ should here retain the meaning it has in 1178, &c., 
and that "239 should be emended into 75%. This emended 
text would then be translated: ‘And the covenant (i.e. the 
religion of Israel) shall be annulled for the many:’ i.e. there 
shall be a period of general apostasy. 1817 is unlike “137. 
Also Marti thinks that the construction with ? in this emended 
text is difficult, and proposes 73¥D) ‘and religion shall come to 
an end for the many’. 

But, whilst we acknowledge that these two scholars have 
recognized the impossible character of the MT, it does not 
follow that 137, which is really supported by the LXX and 
Th., is corrupt. The corruption appears to lie elsewhere. 
Since the mass of evidence points to the Hebrew of Daniel 
being a translation from the Aramaic, we may not improbably 
discover the source of this impossible text in a mistranslation 
of the Aramaic. m3 79237) is the literal rendering of the 
Aramaic 4pn’ op). Now O%? has two meanings in Aramaic— 
i.e. ‘covenant’ and ‘statute ’—the former more frequently. The 
Hebrew translator wrongly rendered it by ‘covenant’, a ren- 
dering which 7217 and the context, as we have seen above, do 
not admit of. An analogous Aramaic phrase has already 
occurred in 68, ox napnd ‘to make a steigent interdict’ imme- 
diately after op moxpd ‘to establish a statute’. Hence we con- 
clude that the original Aramaic was Nww *5y spn’ op. The 
Hebrew translator here punctuated the verb as a Pa‘el instead 
of asa Qal. Hence his doubly wrong rendering. We should 
render, ‘And a stringent statute shall be issued against the 
many’, i.e. against the mass of faithful Jews. This statute is 
explained by what follows. 


1 Modern scholars regard this text as corrupt and emend it. It is at all 
events older than the book of Daniel. 


2 Di is used in Hebrew after many verbs denoting hostility. Hence | take it 


here as a rendering of the Aramaic by, 
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And so for the half, &c. This clause and the rest of the verse 
deal with the second half of the last week, which embraces the 
period from the 15th of Chisleu 168 to the 25th of Chisleu 
165 B.c. (see t Macc. 1° and 4°? 81), during which period (see 
814) the Temple services were suspended. But this period does 
not coincide with the three and a half years referred to in 72°, 
12’, during which the entire persecution was to last. This 
' period may have begun with the expedition of Apollonius against 
Jerusalem earlier in 168 (1 Macc. 17°; 2 Macc. 5%4). On the two 
different periods given in 12!5!2 see notes 7x Joc. 

Shall cease. Here with the LXX, Th., and Vulg. dpéjcerac we 
should correct the MT may? into naw, The sacrifice and 
meat offering include all kinds of sacrifice; cf. 1 Sam. 2?9, 314; 
Ps. 407. The latter was the proper accompaniment of the 
former.-- Exod. 29*%:*". 

In tts stead. Here Van Lennep, Kuenen, Bevan, Kamp- 
hausen, Driver, Prince, and others emend the unintelligible 
m2 Sy ‘on the wing’ into w> by ‘in its stead’. The LXX and 
Th. have the equivalent of ¥]P0 29. The metaphor ‘on the 
wing of desolation’ is wholly out of keeping with the context. 
We have parallel passages in 8!° and 1131. In the former, 
‘ How long shall be the vision, while the daily burnt offering is 
taken away and the transgression that maketh desolate set up ?’: 
in the latter, ‘They shall take away the daily burnt offering and 
set up a horror that appalleth’. 

It has been suggested by some earlier commentators (and this 
suggestion has been revived by Montgomery: see his Comm., 
pp. 387%) that 922 should bej rendered ‘pinnacle’, ive. ré 
mrepvyov tov iepod (Matt. 4° = Luke 4°). Lightfoot (ed. Pitman : 
vol. xi, p. 83) is inclined to identify this pinnacle with the pdix 
or porch of the Herodian temple in this passage. In the present 
case the porch would of course belong to the earlier temple. 
But, as Driver observes, ‘there is no evidence that the Hebrew 
or Aramaic 43 acquired this sense’. 

Shall be a horror that appalleth, Here for now osipy we 
should read onvn py: cf. 1194. The » was by a slip wrongly 
repeated, and then oyipw was written fully as p’yipw: or rather 
with 12! read DY py. 

A horror that appalleth, i.e. the altar and image of Zeus.’ 

1 Cf, Taanith iv. 6 b3sn2 nby DYN : 28>, 29%: also Jerome on Dan. 11%! 
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Here onw pw, as Nestle (ZATW, 1884, p. 248) has shown, is 

a deliberate play or pun on ony dys, ‘ Baal of heaven’, the title 

of the supreme heathen deity. It is found often in Phoenician, 

Palmyrene (CJS. 1. 7, 132 B.C. DDw byas nd: 1. 139: Lidz- 
barski, Eph. i. 248, n.: Euting, Nabatdische Insc. 4. 2), and 

Aramaic inscriptions: Nestle points out that the Syriac version 

of 2 Macc. 6? actually renders Zets "OAdpmos by pry byay: dda 

Eusebius, Praep. Evang. (ed. Gifford, 1903, vol. i. 46) i. Io, 

Philo of Byblus is quoted: Todrov yap, pyai, Gedy evdpucor udvov ovpavovd 
Kvpiov, BeeAXudunv Kadoovres, 6 €ote Tapa Poive KUptos ovpavod, Zeds dé Tap’ 
"EAAnot. Cf. Plaut., Poen. v.2.67: Balsamen = jnv Syn. Thus 

yipw is substituted for bya, just as nya = ‘shame’ is substituted 

for syn in Hos. 9; Jer. 324, 1115; cf. Ishbosheth, 2 Sam. 2%, ' 
which is the equivalent of Eshbaal in 1 Chron. 7*8. Next, O0% 
‘causing horror’ is likewise a pun on oy or jow. Thus the 

heathen Semitic ‘god of heaven’ or the Greek Olympian Zeus 

is for our writer merely ‘a horror that appalleth’. 

The LXX and Th. have here dedAvypa rev épnuocewy (cf. 115}, 
12"; t Macc. 1°4)—an impossible rendering. ; 

A consummation and strict decision. The phrase 7Ay nn nba 
is borrowed from Isa. 1073, 2877. See g?°, 1136 also of our text. 
myan3 and nyon3 are taken by Barth, Nominalbildung go (Oxf. 
Heb. Lex. 358) to be infinitives construct. 

Shall be poured out, i. e. 12 is frequently used of the pouring 
out of anger or fury: see g!! above. 


SECTION X 


i.e, Chapters to-12—the fourth vision of the Seer in the 


third year of Cyrus, King of Persia. For short summary, 
see below. 


Chaps. ro-11'. Prologue to the vision of the Seer. 


This introduction to the Prologue is concerned wholly with 
the MT, the LXX, and other Versions, and the help rendered 
by the latter as well as by the MT towards the recovery of the 


mentions this interpretation: ‘ab Antiocho missi sunt... ut... in templo 
Jerusalem Jovis Olympii simulacrum .. . ponerent’. 
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original Hebrew version, or, in occasional passages, of the 
original Aramaic. 
§ 1. Hebrew renderings of the Aramaic : 

in 108 mynvd Sy yana “yn recalls in an intensified form 
by none» in 728, 
§ 2. Aramatsms in the Hebrew Version: 

ro'", 3—only elsewhere in O.T. in 1 Chron. 131%. This is 
Palestinian Aramaic. The older Aramaic of the fifth century in 
Babylon and in Egypt was 7s just as in Hebrew. 

to”, 303 an Aramaism not earlier than 400 B.c.—found in 
Ezra, Chronicles, Esther. O%1—a loan word from the Ara- 
maic—here only in O.T. 
§ 3. 

zo. Be, ASX HN. Only in rt and 2 Chron. and Eccles. The 
translator of chap. 1° uses quite a different and rare Classical 
Hebrew phrase 25 Sy ow to express the same idea. 

to!S, nd “¥y—-not earlier than 1 and 2 Chron. 

ro”, oy prnnn = ‘holdeth with me’: in this sense only in 
© Chron. 137° *cE 2 Chron.-16", 
§ 4. Interpolations. 

104. ‘Which is Hiddekel’. 

1o!’. ‘Upon my knees and the palms of my hands.’ 

10%, The interrogative 7 before AYT. 
§ 5. Loss of particle. 

10°, 3 is to be restored before wx. 
§ 6. Corruptions in the MT. 

to, ‘203M, ‘caused me to totter,’ should with LXX and Th. 
and the sense of the context be emended into ‘yn = 
‘waked me’. 

10°18, See notes 7 loc. 

10% $5 nwna py>. Based on Hebrew of Ezek. 17, which was 
already corrupt? See note zm loc. 


§ 7. Dislocation of text. 

1020-11! Here no words require to be emended or excised, 
but a clause needs to be restored to its original position. See 
notes 7” loc. 

§ 8. Use of vav apodosis. 

1O*, %3N). 
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109», The vav here before NN is to be rejected with the 
LXX, Th., Pesh., and Vulg. 


Chapter ro forms the Prologue of this section ; the revelation 
itself (112-124) consisting of a survey of the world’s history so 
far as it affected Israel from the beginning of the Persian 
period down to the later years of Antiochus Epiphanes. The 
Seer foretells the death of this king and the immediate advent 
of the kingdom of the Saints. This was to be accompanied by 
the resurrection of the pre-eminently righteous and the pre- 
eminently wicked Israelites that they might severally receive 
their due recompense of reward (12'*). Then follows the 
Epilogue in which the time of the advent of this kingdom was 
deferred in the hope that history might confirm the words of 
prophecy. 

10-111, Introduction or prologue to the revelation made to the 
Seer. His conversation with the angel. 

tol, In the third year of Cyrus. This is the latest date in the 
book. The LXX reads ‘in the first year of Cyrus’. See 1”, 
which is restored after 2*°* in this commentary. 

King of Persia. This title was used of Cyrus only before his 
conquest of Babylon. After this event the title of Cyrus and 
the other reigning members of the Achaemenidae was ‘king of 
Babylon’, ‘the king’, ‘the great king’, ‘the king of kings’, or 
the personal name preceding the title king (as in Ezra 48 
‘Artaxerxes the king’), ‘the king of countries’. If it so pleased 
the king, he might designate the Crown Prince as ‘the king of 
Babylon’, in which case he reserved for himself the title ‘king 
of countries’. This holds true of Cambyses, who for nearly 
a year was named ‘ King of Babylon’ by Cyrus, as well as of 
the earlier Belshazzar, as we have seen in ch. 5. After the fall 
of the Persian empire the title king of Persia was used of its 
kings to distinguish them from their Greek successors. See 
Driver, Lntrod. LOT’, 545. 

On this question I may quote the valuable notes of Driver 
(Introd. LOT.‘), p. 546 ». ‘In the extant royal inscriptions 
‘King of Persia”. . . is used once. . . of Cyrus, where there 
is a reason for it, viz. after his conquest of Persia, when he had 
just before been called “King of Anshan.”... In some 1,600 
contracts of the Persian period, which have been examined, the 
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title, “ King of Persia” (alone), occurs once only under Xerxes.’ 
And again on p. 554 #.: ‘Out of some 1,560 contracts dated 
under Cyrus, Cambyses, Darius, and Artaxerxes, known in 
1904 (see statistics in R. D. Wilson, Princeton Theol. Rev. 1904, 
266-9 ; cf. 1905, 565 vz.), all have one or other of these titles, 
and not one has “king of Persia”: only under Xerxes, out of 
eleven known in 1905 (7b. 1905, 560 f.), and thirty-five known in 
1908 (ZDMG. 1908, p. 642 f.), the king’s name is followed once 
(ZDMG. No. 23) by “‘ King of Persia” (alone), and once (No. 9) 
by ‘King of Persia (and) Media”; elsewhere his usual title is 
‘“‘ King of Babylon, King” (or “and King”) of lands”, preceded 
sometimes by ‘‘ King of Persia and Media”’.’ 

Unto Daniel. Daniel is here spoken of in the third person. 
See note on 7', where the same usage occurs. 

The thing or ‘word’: cf. 93. The LXX inserts before this 
word ‘the vision and’. 

True, i. e. NON as in 876, 

And a hard service. On this use of nav cf. Isa. 407; Job 7}, 
rol, 1414, 

Understood : i.e. 2 perf. Qal. for #2. Cf. 02 in 9% 72°, 
which follows, is a substantive, i.e. ‘understanding’ as in 1”°, 
85, 97. The LXX, though it mistranslates the latter half of 
this verse, yet practically presupposes the text of the MT, with 
slight variations. 

10%. The ground for Daniel’s mourning is not mentioned, but 
from to! it is clear that it was due to his concern as to what 
should befall Israel in the latter days. The fasting prepares 
him for the vision that follows just as did the fast in 9°. 

Three whole weeks: lit. ‘three weeks, days’. For this 
pleonastic use of D'D* cf, Deut.-21'*; 2 Sam. 137, 14%; 
Jer. 2831; and Ges.-Kautzsch, § 131 d. The reason for so 
prolonged a fast is given in 1018. 

Was mourning. Cf. T. Reub. 11° qunv mevdev, which is derived 
from our text as the next verse proves. 

10°. I ate no pleasant bread. myn ond as opposed to "22 and 
‘bread of affliction’, Deut. 168. The whole phrase is quoted in 
T. Reub. 11° wavra diprov éemOupias ovk &payov. The Seer did not 
fast absolutely, but avoided all attractive food. 

Neither came flesh... into my mouth. Quoted in T, Reub. 
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kai kpéas ovk elofOev ev 76 ordpari pov. Nor wine. Cf. T. Reub. 11° 
kal olvoy .. . ovk emlov. 

Neither did I anoint myself. In fasting all pleasant food and 
self-indulgence were avoided. So anointing, which was of the 
nature of a luxury, was likewise shunned. The omission of 
anointing ‘was a sign of mourning, the resumption of the 
practice a sign that mourning was over’: 2 Sam. 127°, 14°; 
Judith 1o*: cf. Isa. 613; Eccles. 98 (Eucyc. Bib. i. 173). 

10°. The first month. That is Nisan, Neh. 21, or as it was 
earlier called, Abib, Exod. 23. Daniel, therefore, with his 
companions (107) kept this fast in the month to which belonged 
the great festival of the Passover (i.e. the 14th day) and that of 
the Unleavened Bread (15th—21st)—during which the Law pre- 
scribed that ‘bread of affliction’ should be eaten, Deut. 16’. 

I was: i.e. nn Ni. We have here a form of the vav 
apodosis. 

The great river [which 1s Hiddekel|. 1 have with Behrmann 
and Marti bracketed the explanatory clause as a mistaken gloss. 
The Hiddekel, i.e. the Tigris, is mentioned only here and in 
Gen. 2%. But. ‘the :great: river’, according to-Gean. 15°75 
Josh. 14; and. also the ‘river ,~Gen.'3t7" (cf. Isa. 7" fea) 
is without doubt the Euphrates, and not the Hiddekel. Further- 
more Daniel’s companions were with him in Babylon, and Baby- 
lon was on the banks of the Euphrates, whereas the Hiddekel 
was at least fifty miles distant. There is no question, therefore, 
of both Daniel and his companions being translated to a distant 
river of purely secondary importance such as the Hiddekel. 
This river is again referred to in 12°’, though not by name. 

10° °, The appearance of the heavenly messenger. 

10°. The vision follows the fast, as in 2 Bar. 5" (see note in 
my edition),.97a2°)21, 47° 4 Barac™ 1G aoe 

Lifted up mine eyes. Cf. 8%, 

And looked, and behold. On this and kindred forms of apo- 
calyptic expression see the note on 4! in my Commentary on 
Revelation, 

(One like unto) a man. The MT supported by the Versions 
here reads 4ns wx, which means merely ‘a man’, some man or 
other. If we translate this apocalyptical symbol into ordinary 
speech it means ‘an angel’, some angel or other. But the 
magnificent description that follows is absolutely against this 
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view. The being here referred to is not only a supernatural 
being, but one holding a pre-eminent dignity amongst such 
beings. He is not to be identified with Gabriel, though in the 
two preceding visions Gabriel had appeared to the Seer and 
instructed him: see 8118, 921-23, In the latter Gabriel is called 
‘a man’, just as in Ezekiel’s visions 92:3", 102. But, as I repeat, 
it is not Gabriel that appears to the Seer in this vision. Not 
only does the description of this unnamed angel transcend 
immeasurably that of Gabriel in chapters 8 and 9, but the effect 
of his appearance on the Seer is far more profound. In 8", 
when Gabriel appears, the Seer is affrighted and becomes 
unconscious, but recovers immediately on being touched by 
Gabriel. In the next vision the Seer is not affected at all by 
Gabriel’s appearance, 9”, whereas in this third vision, where we 
should expect him to be similarly unaffected, ¢f it were Gabriet 
who appeared, the Seer is continually overcome and requires ‘to 
be quickened three times, 10%9:15:16,17, 

But this is not all. The vision in this chapter is one vision, 
and mediated by one and the same being.’ And yet when the 
Seer mentions this being he does not venture to name him. 
He designates him as ‘one like the similitude of the sons of 
men’, 1016, and in r1o!8 as ‘one like the appearance of a man’. 
Hence, since he is not the archangel Gabriel and yet one tran- 
scending Gabriel in majesty, I conclude that we should for 1nx ws 
(="*a man’, ci. Exod: 16°. Kings’ 19%, 22°; 2 Kings’ 7°, &c.) 
read "S YS, In the Aramaic the Hebrew translator found 
92:2. The initial letter which has been preserved in 10118 
was early lost here as in 7’. Thus in the three passages, where 
this mysterious being is referred to, he is not named, but is 
described as ‘one like unto a man’, ‘one like the similitude of 
the sons of men’, and ‘one like the appearance ofa man’. In 
the Test. of XII Patriarchs there is also a nameless angel who 
is simply called ‘the angel of peace’, whose office is to 
‘strengthen Israel’ (T. Dan. 6°): to ‘guide the soul’ of the 
righteous man (T. Benj. 61), and at death ‘to lead him into 

1 Thus, this being states that he has been sent in consequence of the Seer’s 
prayers, 10",!2, to make him understand what should befall his people in the 
latter days 104, The Seer is again overwhelmed and again revived by his 


supernatural visitant 107,18, It is one and the same being who quickened the 


Seer and came to tell him ‘that which was inscribed in the writing of truth’, 
1019-21, 


3266 Ss 
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eternal life’ (T. Ash. 6°). Who is this mysterious being, who 
is an angel and yet is carefully distinguished from both Gabriel 
and Michael? In the Test. XII Patr. the nameless angel is 
the guardian not only of Israel but of all the righteous. See 
the note on T. Levi 5°. 


A man clothed in linen. The phrase is suggested by Ezek. 
g23, &c. Asaman in apocalyptic technically denotes an angel, 
so here the linen garment may represent the angelic body as 
composed of light (cf. Ps. 1042): see Gressmann, Ursprung d. 
tsr.juid. E-schatologte, 344 sqq. 

Fine gold of tUphazt: i.e. 38 092, The second of these 
two words is borrowed from Jer. 10°, where it is generally 
acknowledged to be a corruption of "538. So Ewald conjec- 
tured. The corruption in our text may, then, be due to the 
corrupt text in Jer. 10°. But seeing that the LXX has in place 
of these two words the meaningless phrase &k pécov airod pas = 
“ys DN», and also that in 121nN9 we have the word on3 though 
the letters are disarranged, we may not unreasonably conclude 
that “)x points to 088 rather than to tpn. 

To. Cl, ev tr 

His body: 30%}. The word occurs in Ezekiel’s vision in 112°, 

Beryl. The LXX renders wwnn by xpvadd6os in Exod, 28”, 
3918, and so also Josephus, Aut. ili. 7. 5. 

As the appearance of lightning, and his eyes as torches of fire. 
Cf. 2 Enoch 421(B), ‘their faces like extinguished lamps’ is said 
of the fallen angels, whereas of the righteous angels it is said, 
1°, ‘their eyes too were like a burning light’. 

The words in our text were suggested by Ezek. 1%, ‘The 
living creatures ... their appearance... like the appearance of 
torches .. . and out of the fire went forth lightning’. 

Fits feet like the gleam of burnished brass. From Ezek. 17. 
‘Their feet . . . shone like the gleam of burnished brass’. Cf. 
Rev. 1), of wddes adrod époror xarkorrBaro. But obp nvind py> is 
against the LXX and Latin, which require, as Cornill suggests, 
mipp (on’a2>) nvind pya. In this case our text follows the corrupt 
text of Ezekiel. 

Vorce of a multitude. Cf. Isa. 13%, 33°. 


10’. Dantel alone saw the vision: cf. Acts 9’, where Paul alone 
saw the vision which led to his conversion. Here the MT reads 
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ASW for ‘vision’ as in rol, but in 81627, 923, rol it uses ANTM in 
the same sense, while in 815, 10%!8 it means ‘appearance’. 

Filed to hide themselves. The Hebrew 8273 is peculiar here. 
We should expect “mp as int Kings 22%, The LXX & omovd; 
and Th, év $63 presuppose npnaa as in Ps, 785> = Sin.-terror”, 

1o*. With the effect of the appearance of the angel on the 
Seer, ef, 81", 

There was left no strength in me. Cf. 1 Sam. 28°. 

My comeliness was turned into corruption. The Hebrew 
literally = ‘my comeliness was turned upon me (°23) into cor- 
ruption’. The words ‘upon me’ represent a dative of advantage 
or disadvantage, and cannot really be translated into English, 
unless in the way of paraphrase—‘to my sorrow’. This idiom 
has already occurred in 2!, 5%, 728, In some passages it can be 
translated as in 2!. This idiom is found frequently. Thus in 
Gen. 487 (cf. 33'8, Eccles. 217) Jacob says, ‘Rachel died upon 
me’, i.e. ‘to my loss’. 

My comeliness, &e. The Hebrew nnwnd by yan in recalls 
the Aramaic "OY ji3h¥) Yt in 728, 

Corruption: i.e. mnwo. In Isa. 52!4 we have the exact 
parallel to this use of the word WN)... NNWjD, “his counte- 
nance was so marred’. The distich in which this expression in 
Isaiah occurs is however rejected as a later interpolation by 
some of the best modern scholars. 

[I retained no strength.| 1 have with Behrmann and Marti 
excised this clause from the text, as a gloss drawn from 1o!® 
(where see note), as repeating in a weaker form what has already 
been said in this verse. 

10°. I fell into a deep sleep with my face to the ground. With 
Th., Pesh., and Vulg. I omit 2) of the MT. The LXX omits 
the 1. If this expression (‘2N}) is retained, we should explain 
the whole clause with Bevan as circumstantial and inserted 
parenthetically. But 8'* is against the MT and against this 
interpretation of it. The unconsciousness in both cases is 
a result of the appearance of the angel. 

With (literally ‘ upon’) my face to the ground (i.e. TY98 sp- by). 
So the MT save that with the LXX (emt mpdcamdy pou emt ryv ynv) 
and Pesh. I have omitted 253 after ‘5 Sy, The clause, when this 
phrase is omitted, corresponds exactly with that in 8'8. Some 
copies of Th. contain the same reading, though the bulk of them 

2 
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(= kai 16 mpdcwrdy pov ent tiv yy) presuppose %35) instead of ‘35 by, 
The MT is conflate. 

1010, Some scholars identify the angel in ro1°seqs- with the 
angel in 1o®®: others regard them as distinct. It is the same 
being throughout. 

Waked me. So Iemend alike on the grounds of the context 
and the attestation of the LXX and Th. the extraordinary text 
of the MT: +‘Set me tottering upon my knees and upon the 
palms of my hands.’+ This I take to be corrupt. The incident 
here in 10%! corresponds very closely and at times verbally 
with that recorded in 8!7-18, In 81!" the Seer, on seeing the 
angel, falls on his face to the ground, and while the angel talks 
to him 818, the Seer falls into a deep sleep with his face to the 
ground (Ayns 2=-Sy not). Thereupon the angel touches him 
and causes him to stand upon his feet (my Sy *s ny") : or possibly 
‘(waked him and) caused him to stand upon his feet’. 

So much for 817-18. Here we have evidently (or should have, 
as becomes evident on a study of the context) a corresponding 
series of events. In 10° the Seer, seeing and hearing an angel, 
falls into a deep sleep with his face to the ground (O57) ‘nn 
nyax vp dy). In ro! the angel touches him and tsets him 
tottering (‘2%N1) on his knees and the palms of his handst, and 
in ro! bids him to stand upon his feet (so MT). Now, save in 
the words that I have bracketed as corrupt, the series of events 
correspond exactly. 

The context is thus against the words in brackets. Seeing 
that the Seer is in a deep sleep with his face to the ground, we 
should expect the angel to awake him 10! before he bids him 
with his own powers to stand upon his feet, ro. Hence 
instead of »33"2n) we should expect ‘7 YA) ‘and he waked me’ (as 
in 11”), And this is exactly what we find in the LXX and Th., 
i.e. fyepé we. Thus here we have three events, i.e. ‘touched 
me’, ‘waked me’ (1o!°), and the command ‘stand upon thy 
feet’ (ro", any Sy sy), which the text in 8!8 compresses into 
two, ‘touched me and made me to stand upon my feet’ (24"9y"), 
though even there it is possible that we should restore ‘and 
waked me’ after ‘touched me’. In Ezek. 3%, 2! we have a good 
parallel. On seeing the vision Ezekiel falls on his face. Whilst 
prone on his face (though not asleep as in our text) the heavenly 
being said unto him: ‘Son of man, stand upon thy feet’. In 
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our text the Seer is first awaked and then bid to stand upon 
his feet. 

Instead, therefore, of ‘set me tottering’—a most grotesque 
result of supernatural intervention on the part of the angel, 
I restore the reading ‘waked me’. Since this is evidently the 
original text, it is easy to explain the origin of the addition 
‘upon my knees and (upon) the palms of my hands’. When 
once ‘3.yn was corrupted into ‘syn, this word called for ex- 
planation. Hence ‘272 5y was a redactional addition or a gloss 
incorporated from the margin added by one scribe in the 
margin (LXX eénir. yovarwv: Th. emi ra yovard pov), and ‘5 naa by 
another scribe—possibly in a different copy in the LXX. While 
Th. only recognizes the former addition, the LX X incorporates 
both, but without a conjunction ém +r. yovdrwy émi ra tyvn rev Today 
pov. This is in itself a sign of conflation—the conflation of two 
glosses! The LXX omits also the first pov after yovdror. The 
third stage in the corruption of the text appears in the MT 
(Aq. and Sym.), which inserts the copula between the two 
phrases, but does not repeat the Sy before maz. The final 
stage is reached in the Pesh. and Vulg., which presupposes the 
Sy omitted by the MT. Various minor variations in these 
glosses appear in some of the Greek manuscripts and the Syr?. 

10", Man greatly beloved. See note on 9”. 

Stand where thou hast stood: i.e stand as thou didst before. 
On this late Hebrew idiom see note on 8'7. Now that the Seer 
is waked he is bidden to stand upright by virtue of his own 
powers. 

Trembling: i.e. 1y12—intransitive as in Ezra 10°. 

1o!2, Set thine heart (i.e. 725 nx nn2)—a late idiom found only 
in 1 Chron. 22!° ; 2 Chron. 1118, and five times in Ecclesiastes. 
In 1° we have a different idiom to express the same meaning, 
i.e. 25 Sy my (which is classical Hebrew). Both Hebrew 
idioms are probably renderings of one and the same Aramaic 
phrase 53 nw, c. inf., which occurs in 64% In 10! the LXX 
has ¢dwxas 1d mpdcandy gov SdiavonOnvar = rand 725 NX HNJ—the 
same idiom that occurs in our text in 9%, 10%—solitary occur- 
rences, so far as I am aware, inthe OT. Is the MT in 10! an 
alternative rendering of the Aramaic or a substitution of a later 
synonymous idiom ? 

To understand, i. e. what was in store for Israel. 
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To humble thyself (naynnd)—i. e. by the various forms of morti- 
fication accompanying a fast as in Ezra 8. The cognate noun 
nsyn (Ezra 9°) may mean ‘ fasting ’—a meaning it bears normally 
in the Mishna. The usual OT. expression is ‘to afflict the 
soul* Lev. 167914 Pssget?, fe: 

10!8, Prince of the kingdom of Persia. The doctrine of angelic 
patrons of the nations appears definitely in 1 Enoch 20 (which 
is pre-Maccabean), then in our text: cf. 10771, 131, 121, and next 
in 1 Enoch 89°" sea1- (where see my note). How the idea arose 
does not concern us here, as the reader can consult the art. 
‘Angel’ in the Encyc. Bib. and Hastings’s B.D. It appears in 
Sir. 1717 exdor@ ever karéotnuev ryyovpevov: Deut. a3" (LXX) éoTnoev 
épia eOvav Kara dpipov dyyékov Oeot. But whereas Sirach and 
Jubilees 153% speak of God as the immediate ruler of Israel, con- 
temporary and later authorities designate Michael as the patron 
of Israel. The destinies of these nations and their angelic 
patrons were closely interwoven, and no nation was punished 
before the fitting judgement was meted out to its angelic patron : 
cf. Isa. 2471; Jubilees 15°? (in my edition); Weber, /zd. Theol. 
pr7zo: 

Withstood me one and twenty days. This explains why the 
Seer received no answer for the three weeks during which he 
prayed and fasted. See 10%. 

Michael. This angel is the patron of Israel. So he is first 
described in 1 Enoch 20° (yet only as yet of the saints of Israel), 
and towards the close of the second century B.c. in the T. 
Levi 5°; T. Dan. 67, though in the last two passages a still 
higher role is assigned to him. See also my note on Rev. 127 
for the later developments in the conception of Michael’s 
functions, and Luecken, Michael, 23-30. See also Bible Dic- 
tionaries on this angel. On the phrase 7325 sy see note on 121. 

I left him alone there with the prince of’ the kings. 1 have 
followed Meinhold, Behrmann, Marti, and Loehr with the LXX 
and Th. (adrév Kxarédurov [ karéheurov Th.] éxet) in emending ‘ANI 
into YANN, and restored W after DYN with the same authorities. 
Since airéy precedes the verb in LXX and Th. it may be best 
to emend ‘n4n2 ‘381 into ‘nan winx). The guardian angel of 
Israel does not contend with the kings of Persia but with their 
guardian angel. The MT reads ‘I remained there with the 
kings’. Bevan with some hesitation follows the traditional 
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text, and, taking ‘)) \nan2 WN) ‘as a circumstantial clause 
describing the previous situation of the speaker’, renders: 
‘whereas I had been left alone there (contending) with the kings 
of Persia.” Driver objects, however, that this verb means not 
to leave simply, but to leave remaining: ‘so that it is doubtful 
whether it would here be suitable.’ If this objection is valid it 
would be possible to take ynanin as a corruption of »nmn. But 
this seems unnecessary ; cf. Gen. 3225; Exod. rol. 

to, Tam come. Here the closing words of 10! are repeated : 
Gf, 97: 

To make thee understand. Cf, 816, 93. 

What shall befall thy people in the latter days. Almost a 
quotation from Gen. 491. 

Yet a vision for the days: i.e. there is yet another vision 
relating to the last days. The LXX by reading «is juépas sup- 
poses DD? : i.e. ‘the vision is yet for days’—a distant period : 
6b..3*: 

tol’, Set my face toward the ground (bp ‘nn. See note on 
to!2), Daniel does not fall prostrate but fixes his eyes on the 
ground and remains silent. 

10l5-11?%, The Seer’s conversation with the supernatural being. 

10!®, One like the similitude of the sons of men. This is the 
same supernatural being as that mentioned in 10°, where see 
note. The LXX has here as dpotwors xewpis avOpamrov = 1 NOD 
oax. But the MT. is supported by ro}. 

Touched my lips (i. e. NBY by ys). This phrase is suggested 
partly by Isa. 6’, where a hot coal touches the prophet’s lips 
with a view to cleansing them, and Jer. 1°, where the Divine 
hand touches the prophet’s mouth and so inspires him to deliver 
his message. Here the touch of the angel’s hand restores to the 
Seer his power of speech. 

My pangs have come suddenly upon me: lit. ‘turned upon me’, 
sy sry qoana. This expression is found in 1 Sam. 4! (13873 
my mY), though there it is used of the pangs of a woman in 
childbirth. In Isa. 213 the prophet adopts the phrase meta- 
phorically as the Seer in our text: ‘pangs (O's) have taken 
hold of me as the pangs of a woman in travail’. 

Retain no strength. This idiom na ‘nrxy is late, and does not 
occur elsewhere in the O.T. save in 10), 11°, and 1 Chron. 29"; 
= Chrong 2°13”; 22°, 
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tol’, How: i.e. 1° only in 1 Chron. 13” elsewhere in the 
O.T. This form is Palestinian Aramaic: see Targums on 
Gen. 3°; Job 214. The older Aramaic form is 78: see Aram. 
Pap. (Cowley) 167; Ah. 37; and ‘! 78 Beh. 52—which is also 
Hebrew: cf. Gen. 4434; 2 Sam. 1514, &c. 

How can the servant, &c.? The first ‘this’ (At) is to be taken 
with ‘servant’, where it has a contemptuous meaning as in 
1 Sam. 1027, and the second ‘this’ with ‘lord’ with an honorific 
meaning as in Gen. 52” (Behrmann). The sense then is: ‘ How 
can so mean a servant of my lord talk with so great a one as 
my lord?’ 

For as for me *tstraightwayt there remained no strength, &c. 
Since Daniel had already deplored his total lack of strength, 
he cannot well state that ‘from now on’ (AYP) he had no 
strength. If we keep to the MT we should translate: ‘from 
now there remained, &c.1. Since the LXX reads jodévnoa xai, 
Bevan suggests that it found ‘ntyp in the text and adduces 
Ps. 1837, where this rendering is found. To this we may add 
Ps. 261. If this is right, we may render: ‘ For | tottered : there 
remained, &c.’ Bevan prefers to take this verb to be a corruption 
of NN¥2) ‘from terror’, and compares 81". It is just as possible 
that ‘nay is a dittograph of ty’ which follows. Both the 
Pesh. and Vulg. omit it. If this was so, then the rendering 
would be: ‘For as for me there remained no strength in me’. 

1018, Touched me again. Cf. 101016, 

One like the appearance of a man. Cf. 1018, 8!°; Ezek. 11314, 
&c. It is one and the same angel whom the Seer saw throughout 
this vision, and apparently this angel is not Gabriel. It was 
Gabriel who instructed the Seer in 8'°, and likewise Gabriel 
who gave him further instruction in the vision in 9?!. See note 
on 10°, 

1019, Greatly beloved. Cf. 101}. 

Be strong, and of a good courage: the MT reads PIN. Pin = 
‘be strong, yea be strong’. But the repetition of the imperative 
with a conjunction is exceptional. When the imperative is 
repeated the conjunction is omitted: cf. Judges 512; 2 Sam. 167; 


, 
Isa. 51°, 5214, Since six Hebrew manuscripts read )"28) PIN and 


the LXX and Th. read dvdpigou kai icxvoa  (icxve Th.), and the 
Pesh. and Vulg. support this reading, I have with Bevan and 
Buhl restored it in place of the MT, and accordingly translate : 
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‘Be strong and of a good courage.’ The latter expression is of 
frequent occurrence: Deut. 31723; Joshua 197.918; 1 Chron. 
2218, &c. Marti, on the other hand, points out that in Ps. go!” 
the conjunction is used as in our text. But the cases are not 
parallel. 

10°°~?1, The text of this passage is confused, weak, and 
illogical. It is very weak for the divine messenger to say 
‘Knowest thou wherefore I am come?’ seeing that in 10! he 
had definitely stated that he had come to make the Seer under- 
stand what should befall Israel in the latter days, and that his 
coming had been due to the Seer’s prayers, 10!2. The Seer, it is 
true, had prayed for three weeks without receiving an answer, 
to”, The reason for this delay, the messenger tells him, was 
the opposition of the prince of Persia for one and twenty 
days, 10}, 

This passage, then, should deal with two leading facts: 
(1) The coming of the messenger to instruct the Seer as to the 
destinies of Israel. (2) The need of despatching this task with 
all haste, seeing he had to return to his war with the prince of 
Persia—a war which he had for the moment forsaken on the 
Seer’s account. 

Now by dropping the foolish note of interrogation and by the 
restoration of the words nox 3nd3 nwan-ns 75 TN immediately 
after nny), and the relegation of 5ax from the beginning to the 
close of this clause, we can récover a sane and, I believe, the 
original order of the text. Thus we have (10?°*) ‘ Then said he, 
Thou knowest wherefore I am come unto thee. And now (r0”!*) 
I will tell thee that which is inscribed in the writing of truth. 
Howbeit (I must not linger). (102°) 1 am returning to fight with 
the prince of Persia: and when I have done with this task (lit. 
‘go forth”), lo, the prince of Greece shall come. (10*!») And 
there is none that holdeth with me against these, but Michael 
your prince.’ 

Marti had already recognized that 107!” should follow imme- 
diately on 102°’, But his and Behrmann’s excision of 1178 as 
an interpolation and their substitution of 107!* in its place seem 
to me quite unnecessary and unjustifiable. 

1020, The text reads: ‘Knowest thou’, &c. <A rhetorical 
question (cf. 1 Sam. 27”). But such a rhetorical question here 
after the definite statements in 10!*!4 is so incredibly weak and 
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unlike our author that I have omitted the interrogative 4, and 
rendered : ‘Thou knowest wherefore,’ &c. 

10208, And now (10*!*) I will tell thee that which ts inscribed in 
the writing of truth. Here ‘inscribed’ (nw) is aloan-word from 
the Aramaic. The Hebrew would be pipn. The reference is 
to the heavenly tablets. These tablets, which are mentioned in 
t Enoch 8112, and which Enoch read, contained an account of 
coming events. They are constantly mentioned in Jubilees, 
and their contents relate mostly to other than future events, 
but according to: 5!*, 2389-8, 20%! future events also are 
recorded in them. See the notes in my editions of 1 Enoch 47°; 
Jubileés 31°; T. Leviv5'; T. Ash. 2, 7°. These tablets 
according to Jubilees contained (1) Laws, Levitical and criminal ; 
(2) A contemporary heavenly record; (3) Predictions and pre- 
destined events. 

The writing of truth. 203 is an Aramaism: cf. 50%), 691011, &c, 

Howbeit I am returning to fight: i.e. ontad awe bax. For 
this restoration of the order of the text see note above. It is 
just possible that 3wsx is a weak rendering of the Aramaic 
anod = ‘I must return’, or ‘I have to return’. This idiom 
occurs in the Aramaic of Ezra 68 and four times in the Aramaic 
of Daniel. See Introd., § 20.4. It is also a Hebrew idiom. 
With our text compare Rev. 127, where rod wodenaoa = ‘I must 
fight’. This unnamed angel declares that he must return to 
resume the conflict mentioned in to!°, 

When I go forth, lo, the prince of Greece shail come, i.e. ‘when 
I have done with the war against Persia, that with Greece will 
then begin’. The Hebrew verb xy’ appears to be used here in 
the sense of ‘when I am free from’ or ‘done with’ as in 
1 Sam. 141; Eccles. 7!% So Berthold, Hitzig, Bevan, &c. 
Other scholars take it in its more usual sense ‘when I go forth’, 


i.e. to fight with the angel of Persia: cf. Judges 92°; 2 Sam.. 


11'; 2 Kings 9%. The parallel verbs express the appearance 
of the angel of Greece on the scene the moment that the name- 
less angel has triumphed over Persia. For the use of the 
participles (xy and N23) in this ‘idiomatic and forcible construction’ 
cf. Driver, Tenses, § 169. 

10", Holdeth with me: i.e, YOY PION, as in r Chron. 111°; 
2 'Chron16"; 

t1', And as forme. The LXX omits »3x, but it is attested 
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by Th. and the Vulg. The Pesh. also retains it, but connects 
it with the close of 107! »3") osnw “D-ON *D. 

In the first year of Darius the Mede. So Pesh. and Vulg. For 
the last three words the LXX reads Képov rod Baowdéos and Th. 
simply Kipou. It is hard to determine which is the older 
reading. But several scholars, such as Robertson Smith, 
Bevan, Behrmann, Marti, regard the whole phrase as ‘the 
fragment of a heading which was wrongly introduced here by 
a scribe’ after the analogy of 7', 81, 9!, rol. Next it is urged 
that the LXX and Pesh. represent the speaker as receiving 
help and not as giving it—in other words, the latter half of 111 
may read as ‘standeth (emending "tny into 9¥) as a strengthener 
and a defence to me’ (% instead of %).!. It is further urged that 
the date so given is unsuitable in an account of wars in heaven 
among the angelic princes. 

But the date may be original so far as these objections are 
concerned. They do not appear to be justifiable. The fortunes 
of any nation on earth were according to the beliefs of the 
time the immediate reflection of what occurred in heaven. 
Indeed every event on earth was either inscribed from of old in 
the way of predestination or contemporaneously (see note on 
10794) on the heavenly tablets. There is thus no objection of 
any kind to the date on this ground. In the next place the 
speaker, who is the nameless angel (see note on 10°), states that 
in the first year of Darius (or Cyrus) he came forward to support 
Michael. The implication is that it was through his intervention 
that Darius (or Cyrus) became friendly henceforth in his relations 
to Israel. 

The evidence of the Jewish books of the 2nd cent. B.c., which 
enforced strongly the immediate relations between each nation 
and its patron angel, and which taught that the history of 
nations was recorded in the heavenly books or else determined 
in advance, justifies every clause in 11'~?, though a change of 
a letter may be required in one or two words. 


1 Since the LXX renders eiwév pot where the MT has y) .. f+ Bevan 
rightly concludes that (YON was a corruption of 7), but wrongly that the 
1b is a corruption of v5, For, when once 3Y was corrupted into “DN 
(= eivev), the correction of the MT into 5 followed inevitably, in order 
to give sense to the passage. The reading WON would account also for the 
omission of °38 in the phrase ‘JN) at the beginning of the clause. 
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SECTION X (continued). 
INTRODUCTION TO CHAPTER XI. 


This is the most difficult of all the chapters in our author, 
so far as the text goes. The Hebrew throughout this book is 
late. But in this chapter it is not only late but bad. In former 
chapters we have remarked the absence of certain classical 
idioms and their replacement by those of late Hebrew and 
Aramaisms. In this chapter we recognize not only the absence 
of certain classical idioms but the actual misuse of certain 
others—a misuse which does not occur throughout the rest of 
the book. Finally the text is very corrupt. 

I do not propose to deal with the historical questions 
involved in this chapter, seeing that they are for my purpose 
sufficiently dealt with in the notes that follow. My concern is 
rather with the text and its recovery from a study of the general 
method of apocalyptic writers and of our author in particular, 
next from a study of the context of the corrupt passages, and 
lastly by a critical study of the versions which repeatedly pre- 
serve the original text, or at all events an older text, where the 
MT is itself corrupt or meaningless. 


§ 1. Characteristics of the text of this chapter. 


(a) Bad Hebrew. Jussives are used as simple futures in 
1 1410,16,17,18,19,25,28,30 in this chapter, and not once throughout 
the remaining five Hebrew chapters of our author. The 
apparent example in 8" (see note) is absolutely discredited by 
the LXX and Th. These facts undoubtedly suggest the hypo- 
thesis of a Hebrew translator distinct from the translator or 
translators of the other five chapters. 


(6) Late Hebrew. 


(a) 117,20,21,38, 495 5y— in his stead’ = class. Hebr. ynnn. 
This phrase occurs only in this chapter in our author and not 
elsewhere in the OT. On many grounds (see notes i /oc.) it 
would appear that the original Aramaic read ‘Jinn, which the 
Hebrew translator rendered by 195 5y in 11(72138 but in 1120 by 
mnn> (where the LXX has els avioracw) OWing to a corruption of 
the Aramaic into xnynnd. Since Th. presupposes yp by we 
may conclude that 9 5y was not the original rendering in all 
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four passages 117,7021,88, but that the text was normalized by the 
Massoretes. 

118, O1}°2D) from 7'D2 ‘a molten image’ here only in this sense. 
It properly means ‘a libation’. But possibly the word is a mis- 
punctuation for 07°30) from 423. 

118, minyan Vy = ‘a fortified city’. But Class. Hebrew uses 
ya “y to express this idea. Jer. 5!7 uses the plural masc. 
once in this expression. But the fem. plural is found here and 
here only with 1y to express this idea. 

r1#3, YA ‘in his steps’. Here only literally used: in 
Ps. 3773; Prov. 204 used figuratively of course of life. In the 
older Hebrew yon (Judges 41°) is used. 

1145, sbax yox. Here only in O.T. in this sense, which uses 
ma ‘to spread out’ instead: cf. Gen. 12°, 2675, 3571; Judges 
411, &c.. The nearest use of yo3 is in Isa, 511°, where it is used 
of spreading out the heavens as a tent. But yo) means ‘to 
plant’. Hence Duhm, Cheyne, Marti reject yin? im lsass1*?, 
and rightly as a corruption of no = ‘to spread out the 
heavens’. 

117, ona Awy ‘to deal with in hostile fashion’: cf. Jer. 18%, 
Contrast the Hebrew translator’s phrase oy avy 118 (cf. 2 Chron. 
2”) ‘in hostile fashion or otherwise ’. 

(8) 111025, Aaann = ‘to wage war’, only in Dan. 111%” used 
absolutely in this sense. In Class. Hebrew ‘to excite oneself 
against’, Deut. 25:19, 

114, 572. = ‘shall scatter’: only here and in Ps, 68°, 

11°57, ma oywad = ‘those who deal wickedly against the 
covenant’. This intransitive use of Hiph‘il not earlier than 
400 B.C. 

(y) 11224. sia 82). This idiom is used contrary to gram- 
matical usage. When the inf. abs. follows the verb it implies 
repetition or continuance. 

(8) 112132, +mypbponat = ‘with flatteries’. On various grounds 
I regard this form as a vox nulla for mp>ni in this sense. See 
note on 1171. 


(c) Aramaisms. 


111, 75 ny wy ondsi—where the repetition of the py is a pure 


Aramaism, exactly as in 5'%. 
11}2, nix3.—an Aramaic form of the Hebrew ma35. 
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1116, Here the LXX has ris @edjoeos = NMIIY, where the 
Hebrew has ‘2¥n. This passage as do many others show that 
there were alternative renderings of the original Aramaic. 

11/7, ypna—an Aramaic phrase. About ten derivatives from 
this root are found in the Aramaic chapters: in late Hebrew it 
occurs as noun, verb, or adjective in Job 142°, 1524; Esther 9”, 
ro*>. Keécles. 417,612: 

1120, LXX has els dvdoraow. On the implications involved see 
under I (0) (a) above). 

ri, ny ay (= ges «capod Th.). But the LXX has «is parny, 
which = Nd , a manifest corruption of mywd (cf. 392%, 42630, 55)— 
a pure Aramaism, but adopted in later Hebrew. The Masso- 
retes or rather earlier revisers of the text replaced this Aramaism 
by a Class. Hebr. phrase. 

11r#3, p02. This is from an Aramaic root. 


§ 2. Emendation of the text of chap. 11. 


(a) Restoration of the symbols which were used by the author for 
denoting individuals, nations, countries, but which the Hebrew 
translator in some passages and the translator of the LXX in many 
passages replaced by the individuals, nations, and countries so 
symbolized. 


Thus in 11° where the MT reads ‘into Egypt’ we should 
restore the original text ‘into the south’: in 11* where the 
MT reads ‘land of Egypt’ we should restore ‘land of the 
south’, and in 1r1*° where the MT reads ‘things of Egypt’ we 
should restore ‘things of the south’. This use of definite geo- 
graphical terms is contrary to our author’s usage: cf. 1157.89, 
11 (bis), 13,14,15(bis),25,29,40(bis),44 So also in the vision in 89, 

In the LXX this replacement of symbols by the things which 
they symbolized has been much further developed as in 1156.9 
11,14,15,25(bis),29,40, Th, in these passages reproduces the MT save 
that in 11%* he too introduces én Atyrrov owing to his having 
found pqyy dy in his manuscript instead of omyan by. See 
note on 11°, 


(0) National designations must be excised. If the nations so 
designated have any part im the vision, they could only appear 
under certain symbols: in the interpretations the symbols could be 
interpreted, but not in regard to recent history. See note on 118, 

In 11°? pnd oy ‘ships of Kittim’ must be unhesitatingly 


is 
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rejected in its present form. In any case o‘n2—a gloss—as 
a national designation cannot appear in the vision. On the 
probable original text see note on 113°, ona was already in 
the text when the translator of the LXX did his task, but 
neither he nor Th. found ows. 

On like grounds we must reject 11414, ‘Edom and Moab, and 
the chief (or ‘‘rest”’) of the children of Ammon’. This interpo- 
lation, which was possibly a marginal gloss to begin with, makes 


nonsense of the entire verse. As they stand, they evidently 


define the peoples who were to be delivered out of Antiochus’ 
hands. But Edom and Ammon were professed and loyal 
confederates of Antiochus. 

For the same reason the final clause of 1i*? must be excised 
as an interpolation. It too may have originated in a marginal 
gloss. The object of such a gloss was to heighten the contrast 
between Antiochus with all the east and south at his feet and 
his wholly unexpected overthrow. But this passage belongs to 
the province of prediction and not of history. 

A comparison of 1 Enoch 83-90 (before 161 B.c.) confirms the 
above rule. There the nations are symbolized by wolves, wild 
boars, foxes, and Israel by sheep. 

(c) Corruptions of the text. These can be emended (1) by studying 
the requirements of their respective contexts, where both the 
MT and the versions are corrupt: or (2) by the help of LXX or 
the LXX with the further support of the other versions. 


(1) 11+. For y»y3 with Graetz and other scholars read 1yy3 
as in 88. 

116. For jnn read ¥N3N = ‘shall be rooted up’. This reading 
harmonizes with the metaphor in the preceding clause. 

For msn (MT) I read with Von Gall, Marti, and others mp) 
‘her son’. ‘This is indirectly supported by the Pesh. and Vulg. 
which presuppose ‘her sons’. 

1118, See note am Joc. 

112226, Read iv with Bevan for \OW0, and compare 11% 
where *i0¥ is to be emended into 4H. 

1139, DY should be emended into OY, 

114°, Mi¥WN2 can hardly be right. See note 7 doc. 

1141, For Nia] = ‘many’ of the countries, read with De Wette, 
Bevan, &c., M37 ‘tens of thousands’, The punctuation of the 


272 THE BOOK OF, DANIEL ».6 Ba: 


MT is due to the corrupt reading niy4N2 in the preceding verse. 


(2) (2) Emendation of the MT by means of the LXX. 

113, For x\3 read 13 with many manuscripts and the LXX. 
CraLr 

1117, Omit 1) with LXX. 

1134, With the LXX read inpbna sony (ova) y2)o.4. See 
note 77 loc. 

(6) By the LXX and Th. 

11215, See notes zm loc. 

(cy r™: By EXX, th, Pesh., Vulg: 

1117, Read own instead of nw. 

(d@) By LXX, Th., Vulg. 

11°, See note 7x loc. 
§ 3. Late revision of the text by the Massoretes or earlier scholars. 

Among such passages I would reckon r11®2°~26, 7130 (py), and 
many others. 


111, The first year of Darius the Mede. There appears to be 
no valid objection to the mention of a date in this connexion ; 
for the events of human history are according to our author but 
reflections of what is occurring in heaven. We can now return 
to the question with which this note began, did the original 
speak of Darius the Mede (MT, Pesh., Vulg.) or of Cyrus (LXX, 
Th.)? The combination of the LXX and Th., when they are 
clearly independent of each other, is of equal, if not much 
greater, weight than the combined evidence of the MT, Pesh., 
and Vulg. That Aquila and Sym. support the MT is what is to 
be expected. In this conflict of documentary evidence we must 
fall back on the context and the chronological views of the time. 
The vision with its prologue and epilogue in Chapters 1o-12 
takes place in the third year of the reign of Cyrus (10!). Now, 
in the view of our author, Cyrus is the successor of Darius on 
the throne. Hence, since the reference in 11! is obviously to 
a date anterior to this vision, which is ascribed to the third year 
of Cyrus, and, since further i our author’s view the Jews first 
came into favour in the reign of Darius 6%~%8, it was natural to 
conclude that this change was due to the intervention of the 
nameless angel, when he ‘stood up... to strengthen’ Michael, 
the prince of the Jews. On these grounds ‘Darius the Mede’ 
is to be regarded as the original reading. But the later reading 
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‘Cyrus the king’ (LXX) or ‘Cyrus’ (Th.) could hardly have 
failed to suggest itself to scribes well read in the earlier books 
of the O.T., which connected the return of the Jews to Palestine 
with Cyrus and none other. The reading ‘Cyrus the king’ is 
therefore secondary and ‘ Darius the Mede’ original. 

I stood up. For ‘oy read 12Y, of which 7x, which the LX X 
<imev presupposes, is a corruption. Or read ‘nony (with Th. and 
Vulg.). If we read 729 we should restore %3N after the vav at 
the beginning of the verse. See foot-note, p. 267). 

To confirm and strengthen him. So also Th. (save that it 
omits ‘him’) and Vulg. The LXX implies poxnndy pinnad = 
‘to be strong and of a good courage’. 
11%°_t2*, The revelation given to the Seer. 

11%. And now I will show thee the truth. UHere the heavenly 
being partially repeats what he had said in 102!,_ But this is in 
keeping with his previous repetitions of ‘unto thee am I now 
sent’ rol, ‘IT am come for thy word’s sake’ 10!%, ‘now I am 
come to make thee understand’ 1o!4, ‘thou knowest wherefore 
I am come’ 107°, 

There shall stand up yet three kings. Who are the four kings ? 
Since Cyrus is still reigning, he is necessarily included in the 
four. Cyrus (558-529) is, therefore, the first of the four. It is 
no less clear that the fourth referred to in this verse is Xerxes 
(485-465), who invaded Greece. But who are the second and 
third? The second should be Cambyses (529-522), and the third 
Darius Hystaspes* (522-485). But Bevan, Marti, and others 
are probably right in thinking that the four kings mentioned in 
Ezra 457 are here referred to, but in the order Cyrus, Darius 
Hystaspes, Artaxerxes, Xerxes, since these are the only four 
names of Persian kings that occur in the O.T., and since the 
O.T. was at all events the principal source of information 
accessible to the writer. If this is right, the reckoning of 
Xerxes as the successor of Artaxerxes would be one of the 
historical errors of the book. The author would thus take 
account of five kings—the first being Darius, of whom we have 
already treated, and who is regarded by our author as the pre- 


1 Our author probably distinguished the Darius, whom he makes king after 
Belshazzar and before Cyrus, as ‘ Darius the Mede , 5%4, 111, or as ‘ Darius. . of 
the seed of the Medes’, 91, from ‘ Darius the Persian’, Neh. r2??, or ‘ Darius 
king of Persia’, Ezra 4524. Wright (Dan. and his. Prophecies, p. 244) finds six 
Persian kings in the O.T. 

3266 a 
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decessor of Cyrus; for the visions are given in chronological 
order: the first and second being in the first and third years 
respectively of Belshazzar, 7!, 8!: the third and fourth being in 
the first year of Darius and the third year of Cyrus respectively, 
yay eee 

When he is waxed strong: i.e. Xerxes. Cf. Herod. vii. 20-99 
on the immense forces which Xerxes raised against Greece. 

Shall stir up tall against the realmt of Greece. The expedition 
which terminated so disastrously for Xerxes at Salamis in 
480 B.C. 

Shall stir up tall against the realmt. The MT—ns bon py 
wm missp—is here most unusual Hebrew, and is without the 
support of the versions. The LXX and Th. read ¢mavaornoerat 
mavti Baoiet (rdoas Baoielas Th.) “EAAjvor. Here these two 
versions diverge from each other—the former implying bn, 
the latter nv2dn (so also the Pesh.). Again éeravaorncerae méoas 
Baotheians presupposes nyo b> Sy niy), The loss of by before b>, 
or possibly after yy’ would explain the Pesh. nsdn b> yy. 
This latter fact favours the originality of the LXX or Th., or 
at all events their greater antiquity, which of course cannot be 
disputed. In the next place since Greece in the age of Xerxes 
consisted of many independent states, the reading of Th. and 
the Pesh. ‘kingdoms of Greece’ is preferable to kingdom or 
realm of Greece (MT). But, if the text presupposed by Th. is 
original, it should help to explain the extraordinary Hebrew ot 
the MT. Like the text presupposed by the Pesh. the MT has 
already lost by. The difficult ns could be explained as a ditto- 
graphy of the closing letters of nwabn, i.e. mx nyabp. which 
words were then transposed into ny25p nx, and 5 read as 55n. 
If Th. is right, then we should render: ‘When he is waxed 
strong through his riches, he shall rouse himself against all the 
kingdoms of Greece’. 

But if we retain the MT we have to explain M8. Driver 
renders nx 52a “yy ‘shall stir up all (in conflict) with’, and 
refers to 11%; Isa. 1317; Jer. 50°, but in these three passages 
“yy is followed by the normal preposition by. Behrmann and 
Marti simply take nx to be the equivalent of Sy, and quote 
Jer. 38° 339 none bay ydnn ps in support of their view. But 
even here N¥ has to be taken in a pregnant sense as meaning 
‘in dealing with’, ‘towards’, as in Isa. 6614; Ps. 672; Deut. 288, 
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or rather with the LXX nonw has to be emended into o»x. 

Does NX ever mean ‘against’ unless after verbs of fighting ? 

Bevan conjectures nx[ap|> yay’ ‘he shall array (his armies) 

against the kingdom of Greece’, and compares 1 Sam. 4?. 
Hence we conclude that the MT is corrupt, and that the text 

presupposed by Th. is the best we can get. Here Greece can be 

mentioned definitely and not under a symbol at this early date. 
11°, Alexander the Great (336-323 B. c.). 


Do according to his will. Cf. 11168, 8+, 


11*, When he ts waxed strong. I have here with Graetz, 
Bevan, Marti, Driver, taken the MT ywys ‘when he shall 
stand up’ to be a corruption of wyys, which has already 
occurred in 88. The point of the writer is that the moment 
Alexander achieved his greatest success he was cut off. 


Toward the four winds of heaven. The same words are used 
in 8° regarding Alexander’s empire and its division into four 
kingdoms. 

And shall be divided: i.e. YOM). We should here expect 
nmynm. The jussive (Niph‘al of ayn) is used here ‘without any 
recollection of its distinctive signification’ (Driver, Tenses’, 
§§ 171, 175, Obs.). Other instances of this misuse of the jussive 
are to be found in this chapter: 111%28 JW; 1116 WYN: rol? 
nv, instead of DWN: 111819 Je: 1125 WYN (where however 
see note): 112° Ja. On p. 218 (foot-note) Driver remarks: ‘The 
Hebrew of the book of Daniel is late; and in other respects 
also the syntax of chap. 11 is much inferior to that of the usual 
prophetic style.’ Only one other example of the misuse of 
this idiom occurs in our author: i.e. in 8!%, where, however, 
72¥1 is as the LX X and Th. show a mispunctuation for 72vn, 

Not to his posterity: i.e. nvanxd x5. But the LXX reads 
oo kare aie d\kny aurod = YS) NO. Alexander, the posthumous 
son of Alexander by Roxana his wife, and Herakles, his ille- 
gitimate son by his mistress Barsine, were both murdered some 
thirteen years after the death of Alexander. It is to these facts 
that the MT refers, if it is original. On the other hand the 
reading of the LXX = ‘not with his power’ (i.e. 1n33 Nd) is 
supported by the parallel expression which follows ‘nor 
according to his dominion wherewith he ruled’. Furthermore 
the same phrase ‘not with his power’ is applied to Alexander’s 

TZ 
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successors in 82. But there is no reason to suspect the MT, 
and [ cannot explain the LXX. 


For it shall be rooted up. These and the words that follow to 
the close of the verse I have restored to their original position 
after ‘not to his posterity’. I have also transposed 1 that 
follows ininb before it. Thus the text reads wnon ‘> inane? Ndy 
bens sw dws xdr mde sabp ovinnd imabn1 instead of the confused 
order of the traditional text. But there are other grounds than 
the sense of the context which call for this restoration. wn) is 
used of the plucking up of individuals and nations, Jer. 12" 
15,17. + Kings 144%; Deut. 297’, where the object is expressed, 
but not of the plucking up of an empire, unless where the object 
is understood. It is once used of the plucking up of a city, 
Ps. 9’. Hence it seems right to connect the verb here with the 
posterity of Alexander. After dealing with the fate of Alex- 
ander’s posterity, the writer next tells of the destiny of his 
empire and its diminished glories: ‘his kingdom shall be for 
others besides these, but not according to the dominion with 
which he ruled.’ This restored order of the text corresponds 
exactly with the order of events in 8%, where the same subject 
is dealt with. 


His kingdom shall be, &. We must here understand ‘7 or 
mnn, as Bevan suggests, referring to 81°76; Ps, 168. 


For others besides these. The ‘these’, i.e. Alexander’s 
generals, have been already implied in connexion with the 
previous clause ‘his kingdom ... shall be divided toward the 
four winds of heaven’. The ‘others’ are ‘the dynasties which 
arose in Macedonia, Thrace and Asia Minor, Syria, and Egypt 
during the century and a half that followed upon the death of 
Alexander’ (Bevan). Hitzig and Marti interpret the ‘these’ as 
referring to Alexander’s posterity, and the others to be Alex- 
ander’s generals. Hence they take 7251 to mean ‘to the exclu- 
sion of’, though it means elsewhere in the O.T. ‘in addition to’. 
But could it mean ‘apart from these’, and be a rendering of the 
(Targum) Aramaic |) 13, and so = ‘irrespective of these’, i.e. 
Alexander’s children ? 

r1°"!%, The Ptolemies and the Seleucidae before the time of 
Antiochus Epiphanes. These two dynasties contended for the 
possession of Palestine, which was dominated mainly by the 
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former during the third century.p.c. In 198 3B.c. it passed 
under the control of the Ptelemies at the battle of Panion. - ¢ 

11. King of the South: i.e. the king of Egypt, Ptolemy I, 
son of Lagus, one of Alexander’s ablest generals, who secured 
Egypt on the partition of Alexander’s empire and ruled it as 
satrap from 322 to 306 B.c., when he assumed the royal title. 
He reigned as king from 306 to 285 B.c. 


The South. In the O.T. the Negeb (333) generally means the 
southern part of Judah (Gen. 12°, 131). But in this chapter 
(11569,11,14,15,25,29,40) and in 8° it denotes Egypt as opposed to 
Syria, with its capital Antioch, which is denoted by ‘the north’. 
In 11°4245 the Hebrew translator or a subsequent scribe has 
interpreted this word by ‘Egypt’. 


But one of his princes shall be stronger than he. So 1 render 
with the LXX and Th. and Vulg., and for pin read ptn’. There 
is here no vav apodosis as in 1o*, where the LXX and Th. 
attest it. The vav is a dittograph. The Massoretic accentuation 
is here wrong: it requires us to render: ‘And the king of the 
south shall be strong and one of his princes; and he shall be 
stronger’. For by after pin in the above sense cf. 1 Chron. 21‘. 


One ofahiess Princes11, Cn AW on Chr 117.) Gen, 28!4>. Exod. 
GC  yer-4r Kuti 2” Neh. 13%. -Ehis) prince or captain;is 
Seleucus Nicator, who was one of Alexander’s companions and 
of Ptolemy, and at the convention of Triparadisus, 321 B.c., 
was rewarded with the satrapy of Babylon. When required to 
give an account of his administration in 316 by Antigonus (who 
in 323 had been placed over Phrygia and two adjoining’ pro- 
vinces), he fled for refuge to Egypt, where Ptolemy made him 
a general and four years later helped him to win the battle of 
Gaza in 312. With this year, when he recovered also the 
satrapy of Babylon, begins the era of the Seleucidae (Oct. 1), by 
which the Jews in later times reckoned their historical events : 
cf. 1 Macc. 11°; Josephus, Axzé. xiii. 6, 7. 

His dominion shall be a great dominion. By his crowning 
victory over Antigonus at Ipsus (301 B.c.) Seleucus received 
vast accessions of territory stretching from Phrygia, Cappadocia, 
and Syria on the W. almost as far as the Indus on the E. 
His empire, with Antioch founded as its capital in 300 B.c., thus 
became the most powerful of those which had been formed out 
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out of the dominions of Alexander. He was the true heir of 
Alexander. 

But in the redistribution of the provinces, Coele-Syria, 
Phoenicia, and Palestine, were long under the domination, now 
of this, now of that successor of Alexander. ‘At Triparadisus, 
in 321, Syria was assigned to Laomedon; but Ptolemy got 
possession of it in 320, only to lose it again in 315 to Antigonus, 
to recover at least the S. part of it after the battle of Gaza in 
312, and to relinquish it a second time to Antigonus in 311. 
After the battle of Ipsus in 301, Ptolemy, as a matter of fact, 
obtained Coele-Syria and Phoenicia; but his right to these 
provinces became a subject of protracted dispute between the 
later Ptolemies and Seleucidae. On the one hand, it was alleged 
that after the victory it had been distinctly agreed that Seleucus 
should have ‘the whole of Syria”; on the other, it was claimed 
that Ptolemy Lagi had only joined the coalition against Anti- 
gonus on the understanding that he should receive Coele-Syria 
and Phoenicia (Polyb. v.67; cf. also the quotation from Diodorus 
in Mahaffy, Empire of the Ptolemies, p. 66). Upon the whole, 
during the period in question, Palestine remained, with short 
interruptions, in the hands of the Ptolemies till the battle of 
Paneion in 198, after which it was retained permanently by the 
kings of Syria’ (Driver). 

11°, Ptolemy II, Philadelphus, 285-247 B. c., and Antiochus II, 
Theos, 261-246 B.c. Antiochus I, Soter, 280-261 B.c., the son 
and successor of Seleucus I, is here left out of account. 

About the year 249 B.c. Ptolemy II gave his daughter 
Berenice in marriage to Antiochus II on the condition that he 
should put away his wife Laodice and deprive his two sons, 
Seleucus and Antiochus, of the right of succession. On the 
death of Ptolemy two years later Antiochus II divorced Berenice, 
and took back Laodice. The latter, distrusting the constancy ot 
Antiochus, poisoned him and procured the murder of Berenice, 
her child, and attendants. 


At the end of some years, i.e. thirty-two years after the death 
of Seleucus I Nicator to the event described. For the phrase 
pw ppd cf. 2 Chron. 18%, 


To make an agreement. For ow = ‘equity’ (LXX and 
Th. ovrOjxas) cf. Ps, 98°; 1 Chron. 29!7, ‘Thou hast pleasure in 
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equity’ ("yon “p). Hence here it means an equitable arrange- 
ment, cf. 1 Macc. 7!2 for the use of Sika. 


But she shall not retain the strength of her arm. This would 
mean that Berenice would not ultimately prevail against Laodice. 
Graetz and Bevan, observing that in the phrase n> “yy the word 
m3 is always in the absolute state, and that yt is employed 
metaphorically in r11°?23! and comparing 2 Chron. 132°, would 
render ‘but this support shall not retain strength’. 

Neither shall he stand nor his arm. Here Th., Sym., and Vulg. 
read 537! instead of 4. This gives excellent sense ‘neither 
shall his seed stand’: i.e. endure. The reference then would 
be to the children of Antiochus by Berenice. 


She shall be rooted up. The MT reads here jnon, and many 
scholars assign to it the meaning of ‘shall be given up to death’. 
But the word without mw, as in Ezek. 311*, cannot bear this 
meaning. 

Hence I have (with the indirect help of the LX X—see below) 
emended jn3n into wnin ‘she shall be plucked up’—a verb 
which has already occurred in 11*._ This harmonizes well with 
the metaphor in the preceding clause. The same metaphor is 
used in the verse that follows, 117. But this is not all. The 
LXX has here vapsyoe. = nw3in, which is an easy corruption of 
wnon—the original text. The converse corruption is found in 
jer. 18!4, where for the MT wn we must with Cornill, Giese- 
brecht, &c., read inw3: cf. Isa. 19°. Again in Gen. 32*°, where 
the MT has Awan 1 (= ‘the sinew of the thigh vein’), the LAX 
has 76 veipov 6 évdpxnae, which presupposes NWI WN, 

They that brought her : i. e. her suite. 


Her son. Here I follow Von Gall, Marti, and others in 
reading VID? instead of the extraordinary mn of the MT, ‘he 
that begat her’. There are a few sporadic examples of this 
abnormal combination of the article with the participle when 
the participle has a suffix. See Ges.-Kautzsch, § 116 Some 
of these abnormalities have been removed by modern scholars. 
The LXX unfortunately omits the word. Hence we must fall 
back on the other versions. The Pesh. and Vulg. indirectly 
support the above emendation, since they presuppose ma 
‘her sons’. Furthermore, Berenice’s father, Ptolemy II, died 
an old man, possibly of shock at Berenice’s fate in Egypt about 
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this time, and was succeeded by Ptolemy III. See Bevan, 
House of Seleucus, i. 183. Thus on every ground the text of the 
MT is impossible. On the mysterious disappearance or death 
of Berenice’s son owing to the plots of Laodice see Bevan, i. 
181-183. 

He that obtained her: i.e. Antiochus II her husband: cf. 1177 
for this use of the verb. If we render it ‘he that supported her’ 
then we must interpret the phrase of Ptolemy III Euergetes. 

117, Ptolemy III (Euergetes 1), 247-222 B.c., and Seleucus LI, 
Callinicus, 246-226 2.c. Ptolemy III, with a view to his 
avenging of the murder of his sister Berenice, invaded the 
northern kingdom, seized Seleucia, the port of Antioch, overran 
the greater part of Syria and Babylonia, and returned to Egypt 
with an immense booty. But his return to Egypt was due to an 
insurrection there. See Bevan, of. cit. i. 189 sq. Two years 
later Seleucus IJ invaded Egypt, but sustained an overwhelming 
defeat and returned with only a handful of his troops (240 B. C.). 

117, The text of this verse is uncertain as the earliest versions 
show. 

A shoot from her roots. Since the LXX reads qurov ék rijs pigns 
avrodv, Bevan, Behrmann, and Marti (comparing Isa. 111) read 
‘a shoot from her roots’, i.e. MWWIP WN2 instead of TYIW ISI = 
‘out of a shoot from her roots’. But the MT could bear the 
same meaning as the LXX (cf. 11°), 

A shoot: i.e. Ptolemy III, brother of Berenice. 

In his place: i.e. 23. Ptolemy Philadelphus is referred to by 
the suffix. Bevan and other scholars hold that 125 is here used 
adverbially with the same meaning as y29->y 112%2138. But it 
does not appear that the translator of the LXX had this word 
before him. He renders xaé’ éavréy = 391193, while Th. has émi ris 
érousacias avTod = })\D1D by (as in Ezra 2°8, Ps. 88(89)!4, and the 
Pesh. = 123-5y. Now the translator of the LXX knew how to 
translate 495 by, since he renders it émt rév témov adrod in 112438, as 
also does Th. (émi rémov a’rod in 11°). If the LXX is right, 
we should render: ‘And one of the shoots of her roots shall 
arise like unto him’, i.e. Ptolemy III, brother of Berenice was 
to be like her father, Ptolemy II. On the remarkable rendering 


* But Th, has em [1x7 om.] ris (7H) Evoipacias (-av), in 117 20-21, This points 
apparently to }3\3}9 by in these passages and gives rise to the idea that the 
Massoretes have normalized the Hebrew considerably. 
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cis dvdoraow of the LXX in 112°, where the MT has 19 5y, 
see note 7” Joc. 

March against the (Syrian) army: not ‘march unto the army’, 
i. e. his own army to place himself at its head. If there was any 
thought of the latter it would be naturally expressed with his 
army (5'nn3), as in 1123, Ptolemy marches against the Syrian 
forces and the Syrian fortress. But Bevan, followed by Kamp- 
hausen, prefers ben [Dyas 82) ‘and he shall bring an army 
against them’ (i.e. the Syrians). 

The fortress: i.e. Seleucia on the coast of the Mediterranean, 
which remained long in the possession of the Ptolemies. 

Deal with them: i.e. ana mvy. In Jer. 183; Neh. 9% (mwyd 
O33 o0n3) the same phrase is employed with the same hostile 
significance. In 1! of our text the verb is followed by DY, 
where the treatment is to be hostile or otherwise according to 
the issues involved. 

And shall prevail: i.e. pynn). Here only in O.T. used abso- 
lutely in this sense. 

11°, According to Jerome (following Porphyry) Ptolemy 
brought back to Egypt the statues of Egyptian gods carried off 
by Cambyses 280 years before. On this ground his subjects 
conferred on him the title Euergetes. In all he brought back 
2,500 precious vessels including the images of the gods, and 
40,000 talents of silver. For this and other services the title of 
Benefactors was conferred on the king and queen. This state- 
ment is confirmed by the Decree of Canopus (238 B. c.) in which 
Ptolemy and his consort are described as ‘Benefactor Gods’ : 
see Mahaffy, Empire of the Ptolemies, pp. 205, 230. In this 
Decree, |. 7, the king and queen are designated as Ocou Evepyerav. 

Molten images. Here only does 7'D] mean a molten image, 
unless 072D2 is simply a mispunctuation for 07°30) from 493, 
‘a molten image’, Isa. 41”, 484, &c. . 

Their goodly vessels: i.e. ONT 3—the same phrase as in 
2 Chron. 327369 Hos. 13'* 

Of silver and gold. Better with Bevan render ‘in silver and 
gold’—not in apposition, since this would require the articles, 
but used as ‘a term of specification ’. 

The south, The MT oy» reads ‘Egypt’. This is not a 
translation of the original but an interpretation. On a variety 
of grounds I have restored in its stead the phrase ‘the south’. 
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In the apocalyptic visions of Daniel as in that of the contem- 
porary writer of 1 Enoch 86-90 proper names whether of 
individuals, nations, countries, or empires are, as a rule, not 
mentioned. This rule holds rigidly in 1 Enoch 86-go, and also 
in the visions of Daniel, and even in the interpretations of these 
visions given by Gabriel or some other angel especially when the 
interpretation is dealing with recent events. 

The vision in 7!~* is interpreted by an angel, but the symbolic 
terms used in the vision are reproduced in the interpretation 
711-28, The vision described in 8?~! is interpreted by Gabriel 
in 820-26, When the symbols refer to ancient events Gabriel ex- 
plains the symbols: thus the ram with the two horns is said to be 
kings of Media and Persia, 8°, and the he-goat to be a king of 
Greece. But when the vision deals with recent or contemporary 
events, the interpreter refrains from giving any definite information 
as to name or country ; for it was quite needless. Though 87~76 
is highly symbolical, every Jew in Palestine knew the person to 
whom these verses referred. Again in 9”2~*’, when Gabriel is 
solving Daniel’s difficulties as to the seventy weeks of which 
Jeremiah prophesied, the strictest reticence is observed as 
regards the name and nationality of Antiochus, who is, as in 
former visions, the subject of these disclosures. And yet his 
ambitions and aims were a question of life and death for 
the Jews. 

Naturally the use of symbols varies somewhat in the different 
visions. In 7*~? the four empires are symbolized by animals— 
a lion, a bear, a leopard, and a monstrous beast: the ten kings 
by ten horns 77: Alexander the Great by ‘a notable horn’, 8°, 
and in 8?! by ‘the great horn’: Antiochus Epiphanes by ‘a little 
horn’ 8°, 

Similarly in 1 Enoch 89” the Assyrians and Babylonians are 
symbolized by lions and tigers, in 891%°° the Egyptians by 
wolves, but in go*!4!% by vultures and kites, in go%%!2 the 
Syrians by wolves, while in go**1516 the Macedonians are 
symbolized by-eagles. 

Passing on now to the disclosures in 112° we observe that 
the same, if not greater, reticence is practised in regard to recent 
history. The kings of Persia are mentioned and the expedition 
of Xerxes against Greece in 480 B.c., 11%. Now, though there 
is a survey of oriental history from this date to that of Antiochus 
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Epiphanes, there is not a single name mentioned, nor, when we 
recover the original text, even a single country. Alexander the 
Great is described simply as ‘a mighty king’ 11°, and the 
Seleucid kings as kings of ‘the north’, while the Ptolemies are 
described as the kings of ‘the south’. Wherever anything 
more definite appears, we can without hesitation brand it as 
an iterpretation or else as an intrusion into the text. ‘The 
south’ 11°°, ‘the land of the south’ 114%, is of course Egypt: 
‘the king of the south’ 115%9,11,147151,25(bis),40 ig one of the 
Ptolemies: ‘the king of the north’ 11%7:81,13,15,40 one of the 
Seleucidae. 

Having now observed this practice of the period in regard to 
visions, and the interpretations of them in our author, let us now 
turn to breaches of this practice in this chapter. Here the 
interpreter is at work. Asa rule, it is the Greek translator who 
has interpreted ‘the south’ by ‘Egypt’, but even the Hebrew 
translator had already intervened in the present verse and 
rendered 3297 by ovyp. It is no doubt he also that in 11* 
renders the Aramaic Non pry before him by on yn ‘land 
of Egypt’, instead of by 3397 pow ‘land of the south’, and xnn9 
in 1148 by omyp. Again in the closing words of 114! the use of 
the proper names ‘Edom and Moab and the chief of the 
children of Ammon’ is wholly against this convention of our 
author and of his time.’ He would have used symbolic terms if 
he referred to these nations. Besides the clause is very 
meaningless in itself. Another similar interpolation occurs in 
1143, See notes 2 Joc. 

The practice thus begun by the Hebrew translator in 1154248 
was developed on an extensive scale by the LXX. Thus in 
addition to the three above interpretations which appear in the 
Hebrew Version, the translator of the LXX renders 3a by 
Alyunros in 11569,1114,15,29,40, Tf we turn from the LXX to Th., 
we find that he reproduces the present Massoretic text, save 
that in 1124 he evidently found oyn dy instead of po ¥20 by, 
which he rendered by én’ Atyurrov. 

Refrain some years from: s>np any’, i.e. from attacking the 
king of the north. Cf. Gen. 29%; 2 Kings 4°. Others render 


1 In Test. Joseph 19, 2 Bar. 53 there is a similar use of symbols and con- 
stantly in 4 Ezra, as well as in other Apocalypses—not to speak of The 


Apocalypse. 
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‘continue alive longer than’, and others ‘continue stronger 
than’. The last rendering is that of Th. orjoera tmep Baotréa, 

119, When Seleucus Callinicus re-established: his power in 
Asia (242 B.c.) he invaded Egypt, but was forced to retire with 
only a remnant of his forces. 

1110-19. The next ten verses deal mainly with the times of 
Antiochus III, the Great. Seleucus Callinicus left two sons, 
Seleucus III Ceraunos and Antiochus. The former after a reign 
of two years (226-223 B.c.) was murdered during a campaign in 
Asia Minor. He was succeeded by Antiochus III the Great, 
223-187 B.c. Soon after his accession Antiochus attacked 
Palestine, which was then subject to Ptolemy Philopator, king 
of Egypt, and in the course of two campaigns conquered the 
greater part of it. But in 217 8.c. Ptolemy met Antiochus at 
Raphia and defeated him with great loss. Palestine was there- 
upon reannexed to the empire of the Ptolemies. 

111°, His son. So the Kié. 3, i.e. Antiochus. The LXX, as 
the Kt., reads 6 vids airod (though it reads xat before the verb 
that follows), and uses the singular throughout the verse, and 
herein I have followed its guidance. So Von Gall, Marti, and 
others. Does the «ai ... cai=‘both ... and’. This is in 
keeping with the usage in 1ol.!%,18sqa.. where the king is the 
subject, and not the army. Since the X¢. reads the plural yan! 
towards the end of the verse, the plural is explained by treating 
on jon, i.e. the army, as singular or plural as the uncertain 
MT text requires. This is very unsatisfactory. The Pesh. 
throughout uses the plural, whereas the MT, Th., and the Vulg. 
use sometimes the singular and sometimes the plural. 

If we accept the Qr. 122, then we must regard the campaign 
of Seleucus in Asia Minor as the first part of an organized 
attack of Syria on Egypt. Seleucus himself never invaded 
Egypt. 

Shall war and shall assemble: i.e. \O8\ 1789. So the LXX, 
whereas the MT, Pesh., and Vulg. read 1208) 73N'. In this 
sense 773Nn is used absolutely only in this chapter of Daniel. 
Cieataes 

And he shall come on. Antiochus attacks Egypt. Seleucus 
is already dead, having been assassinated by one of his officers 
during his campaign in Asia Minor. The text could also be 
taken of the great multitude just mentioned ‘it shall come,’ &c., 
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but the context, as I have pointed out in the first note on this 
verse, is in favour of a single leader, i.e. Antiochus being 
the subject. For N\2 S83) thirteen manuscripts, and Pesh. 
read 12 2. So also the LXX though it erroneously reads 
kat’ avtyy for kar’ airév. The same phrase recurs in 1113, where 
many manuscripts and the LXX again read }3 for N12. When 
the inf. absolute follows the verb it elsewhere implies continuance 
or repetition: cf. Num. 23, 241°. Hence 13 may be right here. 
In that case we should render: ‘he (Antiochus) will attack him’ 
(the king of Egypt). 

Overwhelm and pass over: i.e. 13y) yw, borrowed from 
Isa. 88. Antiochus’s first invasion of Egypt was in 219 B.c. 

And he shall again carry the war even to his fortress. Here 
with the LXX, Th., and the Qr. I read 7730‘, where the Xz. 
has yn’, and take 2% in the sense of ‘again’. There is a 
reference to Antiochus returning to complete the conquest, after 
having wintered in Ptolemais and left garrisons in Phoenicia and 
Coele-Syria (Polyb. v. 66). Some scholars take the subject of 
the last five verbs of this verse to be the army, which, accord- 
ingly as it is treated as a singular or plural, takes a singular or 
plural verb. 

Hs fortress. Antiochus after rest in winter quarters marches 
his forces to the south. The fortress is taken by Driver to be 
Gaza, the strongest Palestinian fortress in the south. In favour of 
this view Driver recognizes a play on the name of Gaza, i.e. Ary, 
in the Hebrew word used here for fortress, i.e. myo. But this 
word is used in this chapter of different fortresses: cf. 111101% 
31,38, Besides the verb 773n’ presupposes that the fortress in 
question is the objective of Antiochus’s attack. But as Gaza 
belonged to Antiochus, we must take the fortress to be Raphia, 
which was Ptolemy’s. 

114, King of the south. Ptolemy Philopator. 

Shall be moved with choler (cf. 8", where the same verb is used 
of Ptolemy) and go forth and fight with him to resist the advancing 
forces of Antiochus. But according to Polybius (v. 68-69) 
a large Egyptian army led by Nicolaus was the first to take the 
field and march through Palestine, where between Lebanon and 
the sea it was completely defeated by Antiochus. 

Fight with this same king of the north: i.e. \D8n 359 oy wy onds. 
This is a pure Aramaism—in fact the customary idiom where 
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the following word is expressly emphasized. See 5%; also 
Kautzsch, Gr. d. Bibl. Aram., § 81 e and § 88. It is true that in 
Joshua 1? we have bsawe sas ond: cf. Num. 327%; Judges 21’, 
&c. (Ges.-Kautzsch, § 131 #.). But most of these examples from 
the standpoint of Hebrew are textually doubtful. There are of 
course in the later books several such Aramaisms. 

He shall raise a great multitude, &c. The subject of the verb 
here is Antiochus. Hitzig takes the subject to be Ptolemy. 

But the multitude shall be given into his hand. Here clearly 
the same force is mentioned as in the preceding clause, since 
yon must refer to 29 jon. This army is that of Antiochus 
which was defeated by Ptolemy. On the expression 172 jn), cf. 
1 Kings 207°, 

Another interpretation is given to the above clauses : ‘And he 
(Ptolemy) shall raise a great multitude and the multitude shall 
be placed under his (Ptolemy’s) command.’ In support of this 
meaning of 13 jn) Gen. 394, 2 Sam. 10! are adduced. But the 
sense is very unsatisfactory. ; 

111%, The multitude shall be swept away. Here as in the pre- 
ceding verse the jn is the army of Antiochus. For the use of 
the verb NW2 cf. Isa. 4024, 4116; Job 3222; also 2°5 in our text. 
Hitzig, as in the preceding verse, interprets this verse of 
Ptolemy: ‘the multitude shall stand up (to fight), its (or 
Ptolemy’s) heart being uplifted.’ Here Nt} is used in the same 
sense as in Isa. 33'°, and the clause 1325 ov is circumstantial. 

And his heart shall be uplifted: i.e. Ptolemy’s. 235 ny can 
be taken as a circumstantial clause, but it is best to read 01) with 
the Or, LXX, Th. and Vulg. On the Hebrew phrase, cf. 
Deut. 84, 177°: also 57° (Aram.) in our text. 

Shall cast down: i.e. at Raphia, where, according to Polybius 
(v. 86), Antiochus was defeated by Ptolemy with the loss of 
almost 10,000 infantry, 300 cavalry, and more than 4,000 
prisoners. 

Tens of thousands. mys37 is an Aramaic form instead of the 
classical Hebrew m32%. Contrast the Hebraism proposed by 
the Or. in the Aramaic in 7?°. 

Shall not prevail. After his victory at Raphia, Ptolemy IV 
Philopator recovered Coele-Syria (Polyb. v. 86), but failed to 
follow up his success. Owing to his effeminate and dissolute 


XI. 14 COMMENTARY 287 


character he had not the energy to complete the overthrow of 
Antiochus. See Bevan, House of Seleucus, i. 318-320. 

11'°-16. Twelve years after the battle of Raphia, i.e. in 
205 B.c., referred to in the preceding verses, Ptolemy IV 
Philopator died, leaving only one son, aged five years, who 
succeeded his father as Ptolemy V, Epiphanes, 205-181 B.c. 
Antiochus seized on this opportunity of attacking Egypt, and 
formed a league with Philip of Macedon for this purpose (Polyb. 
xv. 20). After varying fortunes Scopas (see Bevan, House of 
Seleucus, ii. 36-37), the general of Ptolemy, recovered possession 
of Judaea in 200 B.c., but two years later was utterly crushed 
at Panion (Josephus, Ant. xii. 33) i.e. Paneas, now named 
Banias, the Caesarea Philippi of the Gospels), and forced to take 
refuge in Sidon, where he was besieged and forced to surrender, 
but dismissed unhurt. Antiochus invaded Phoenicia and Syria 
and captured Gaza (Polyb. xvi. 18, 40). On this battle of 
Panion, Bevan (House of Seleucus, ii. 37) rightly observes: ‘The 
battle is the landmark denoting the final and definite substitution 
of Seleucid for Ptolemaic rule in Palestine’. 

118%, And again... shall raise. Here tym '* 3% is to be 
so rendered, as Bevan and Driver do, and not ‘and... shall 
return and shall raise’. Antiochus does not return to the south 
and raise a huge army, but again he raises an army in order to 
take advantage of the weakness of Egypt. 

Shall attack him. Here with many manuscripts and the LXX 
I read 12 §17) instead of the MT wasn. Cf. rr. The MT= 
‘shall come on repeatedly ’. 

At the end of years. pw [onyn] wpb, The p'nyilis omitted 
as an intrusion from the next clause. The number of years was, 
as we otherwise know, twelve. The close of these is definitely 
referred to in 114. 

Great army. 1 have here followed the LXX in reading 34 
instead of 5#13. See note on 11%, 

Substance. Apparently “27 ‘camp-baggage’ asin Gen. 1414!?; 
2 Chron. 2r**, ‘&c. 

1114, There shall many stand up, &c. These words refer to 


1 Antiochus besieged Scopas in Sidon, where he had taken refuge with 
10,000 men; Cum decem millibus armatorum obsedit clausum in Sidone... 
donec fame superatus Scopas manus dedit et nudus cum sociis dimissus est. 
Jerome, Comm. on Dan. 111. 
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Antiochus, Philip of Macedon, and the many insurgents in Egypt 
itself owing to the oppressive measures of Agathocles, the chief 
minister of Ptolemy Philopator, whom Polybius designates 
6 Wevderitpomos UroAepaiou (xv. 25). He was ultimately put to death 
by some soldiers, and thereby rescued from the far worse fate 
which befel his family (xv. 33). 

The children of the violent among thy people. These constituted 
a faction amongst the Jews, i.e. Tobias and his followers. To 
Schlatter (ZATW., 1894, 143-151) this identification is due as 
Marti points out. Ptolemy alienated the affections of the Jews 
by supporting Joseph, the head of the Tobiadae, bya garrison in 
Jerusalem. This family got hold of the high-priesthood and 
robbed the nation by their endless exactions and taxes. With- 
out intending it they contributed by their conduct ‘to establish 
the vision’, i. e. to bring about the end foretold, while the result 
for themselves was no less unintentional, i. e. their own destruc- 
tion. Bevan regards oy 5 122 as impossible Hebrew, but this 
faction (oO'y5n 933) was a corporate body, a troop of robbers, 
and Marti compares with this expression O'N’329 132. pp 
denotes a robber: hence in Jer. 71! ‘den of robbers’ pYy75 nayn. 

115. Earthworks (lit. ‘a mound’). 

A well fenced city. This is Sidon, where Scopas with 10,000 
men, after his defeat by Antiochus at Paneas (Jerome, Comm. on 
Dan., 1115: Polyb. xvi. 18; xxviii. 1), had taken refuge, and 
which Antiochus captured (198 B.c.). mioyin Wy is late 
Hebrew: it is unique in the O.T. The proper Hebrew is 7y 
4430: cf. 1 Sam. 61%; 2 Kings 3!°, 107; Jer. 118, &c. Only once, 
i.e. in Jer. 517, does the plural of sya follow 7*y or ‘“y (the 
construct), and then it is the masculine plural and not the 
feminine as in our text here. The translator uses the plural 
masc. in 117459, but not in the phrase we are dealing with. 

1115916, Complete overthrow of the Egyptian suzerainty over 
Syria. 

The forces (cf. 11°51) of the "king of the' south shall make a 
stand, even the élite of hts troops, but the strength to make a stand 
shall be lacking. The one assured conclusion to be drawn from 
a study of the MT and the LXX, Th., and Vulg. is that not one 
of them represents the original. The MT = ‘the arms of the 
south shall not withstand, neither his chosen people, neither 
shall there be any strength to withstand’. From a comparative 
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study of the MT and Versions it is possible to secure a more 
ancient and authentic text. First of all we should restore 45n 
3335 with Th. (rod Baordgws rod vdrov) and the LXX (Baoréws Aiyd- 
mrov), Next with the LXX, Th., and Pesh. (which is conflate) 
we should omit the negative xd before my. Only the Vulg. 
herein supports the MT. This negative, therefore, appears to 
be a late intrusion. Omitting then this x5, what are we to make 
of what remains? The last three words tnyd n> psx of the MT 
may be taken as free from corruption (though possibly defective), 
seeing that the LXX, Th., and Pesh. reproduce them, and also 
the Vulg., though defectively. The LXX adds ‘5 after na, and 
the Pesh. ond. 

There remain therefore only the words } 192 Oy}. Here 
the LXX (pera ray dvvacrév adrod kal) read } wana OY: Th. (kai of 
ékNexrol av’rod kai) read yn. The Vulg. agrees with Th. save 
that it omits the second cai. The Pesh. is conflate and corrupt 
but has a phrase = pyn nap. Thus Th. and the Vulg. omit 
oy. But since this word appears in the LXX and MT, as a 
preposition in the one case and a noun in the other, and since 
it has thus the ancient testimony of the LX X, we may reason- 
ably conclude that it was omitted by the late versions. The 
text thus appears to have been 11721) Oy}, or regarding the 9 
as a dittograph we may read 1 N32 BY. So practically Th., 
Pesh., and Vulg. In favour of the latter form is the fact that 
nap is not found elsewhere in the plural in the O.T. It is 
also possible that the LXX may be right: ‘the arms of the king 
of the south (Aiyimrov is an interpretation of 3297, i.e. rod vérov) 
shall withstand with his strongest troops, but he shall have no 
strength to withstand him’. Marti makes a good emendation. 
He omits the » and the } before }'* as dittographs, and thus 
reads px W)nI OY ‘but his best troops shall have no strength 
to withstand’. The text I arrive at omits xd with the LXX and 
Th. and takes the 1 before DY as explicative, and gives a good 
sense with a minimum of change. 

1116, But he (Antiochus) that cometh against him (Ptolemy). 

None shall stand before him: 195 sWwry jx, i.e. ‘be able to with- 
stand him’. See note on 1° on the different meanings of this 
phrase in our author. 

The glorious land : i.e. "380 OS, Palestine. See note on 8°. 


3266 U 


290 THE BOOK OF DANIEL XI. 16- 


The LXX renders ‘yn by ris 6chjoews here (Syr*) and in 11*, 
thus deriving it from the sense of the root in Aram. Cf. xnvay. 

And in his hand shall be annihilation. Cf. 9?" for mb>. Both the 
LXX and Th. (redeoOjoera) take nba as a verb = ‘shall be des- 
troyed’, but there is a dittography in the LX X-——redeoOnoerae wavra 
= 5 nbs). The destruction is directed against the Jews or the 
Egyptian garrisons in Palestine. If for 173 we read mpD the 
above clause would run: ‘with all of it in his hand (Bertholdt)’. 

trl", Set his face: i.e, YI DYN ‘make it his aim’: cf. Gen. 
17) tak ies 2s erga 

To come with the strength, &c. Antiochus will march with his 
entire forces against Ptolemy. Antiochus in 197 B.c. mustered 
his fleet and all his forces to attack the cities on the coast of 
Cilicia, Lycia, and Caria, which were in Ptolemy’s possession. 
Driver (2 Joc.) quotes Livy, xxxiii. 19: ‘omnibus regni viribus 
connixus, cum ingentes copias terrestres maritimasque com- 
parasset.’ He did not persist in this attack, but made a treaty 
instead with Ptolemy. 

But shall (tnstead) make an agreement with him. The MT, 
which reads ny) iy ONY) ‘and the upright ones with him ; and 
he shall do’, is undoubtedly corrupt. We should with the LXX 
(kal cvvOjKas per’ adrod romoerat), Th. (kai evéeia mavra per’ airod rouncet), 
Vulg. read wy yoy ow). For pwn in the sense of ‘ agree- 
ment’ or ‘ equitable conditions’, cf. 11°. It is possible that pw 
is the plural of %* ‘ uprightness ’. 

With power : }pna—an Aramaism: cf. 2°7, 427, &c. 

Shall give him the daughter of women. pwn NJ is peculiar, if 
it is genuine. Can it mean ‘the woman’ par excellence, just as 
xwox 72 ‘the man’? When Antiochus abandoned his designs 
on Egypt owing to the intervention of Rome, he made an 
alliance with Ptolemy Epiphanes and gave him his daughter 
Cleopatra in marriage, with the provinces, or rather the revenues 
of the provinces, of Coele-Syria, Phoenicia, and Palestine as a 
dowry. The Egyptians understood the dowry in the former 
sense, but Antiochus in the latter (Polyb. xxviii. 17). Mahaffy, 
however (oP. cit. 306), upholds the claim of the Egyptians. This 
marriage took place 194-193 B. c. at Raphia (Livy, xxxv. 193). 

To destroy it: i.e. Egypt. Antiochus’ real motive in giving 
his daughter to Ptolemy was at once to protect himself against 
Roman interference and to gain a footing in Egypt, which he 
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could turn to his own purposes when the opportunity arose. 
The rendering ‘to corrupt her’ (AN Nw) gives no tolerable 
sense. Cleopatra adopted the cause of her husband, advised 
him to maintain an alliance with Rome, and lived happily 
in Egypt. Ptolemy accordingly retained the friendship of 
Rome, while Antiochus forfeited it wholly. Antiochus was 
moved by no friendly spirit towards Egypt, but was simply 
biding his time in the hope of securing it for himself. 
Hearing at Lysimacheia a false rumour of Ptolemy’s death, 
he set out forthwith to make himself master of Egypt (Livy, 
XXXIlil. 41). 

But it shall not stand neither shall it come to pass : i. e. Woyn xd 
man [15] x5). Here we have the later Hebrew reproduction (cf. 
Ps. 331!) of the same expression as in Isa. 77 man xdy oipn wd: 
cf. 1474. “Dy is used as the equivalent of nip in the sense of ‘to 
be established ’, ‘to maintain itself’ here and in Esther 3. The 
plan of Antiochus will not succeed. I have with the LXX 
against the MT, Th., Pesh., and Vulg. omitted 15. It originated 
most probably as a dittograph of xb, and then it won the support 
of the Massoretes, Th., Pesh., and Vulg. owing to their wrongly 
conceiving Cleopatra to be the subject of these two clauses, 
whereas it is clearly the plan of Antiochus that is the subject. 
Of course it is possible to incorporate %> into the second clause, 
but it weakens the impressiveness of the old prophetic words, 
and the author is not culpable in this respect. 

1118, The historical facts behind this verse are, shortly, as 
follows. In 197 8.c. Antiochus made an expedition into Asia 
Minor. This expedition was attended with great success, and 
most of the cities made their submission to him. In the same 
year he made himself master of the Thracian Chersonese, and, 
when he had consolidated these conquests, he effected a landing 
in Greece in 192, and seized parts of Greece north of Corinth. 
But here his successes came to an end. In 1gr1 his forces 
were routed by the Romans at Thermopylae, and in the fol- 
lowing year his huge army of 80,000 men sustained such an 
overwelming defeat at Magnesia by the Romans under Lucius 
Cornelius Scipio (Livy, xxxvii. 39-44: Mommsen, Hirst. of 
Rom., Book III, chap. ix, 270 seqq.) that he had to relinquish 
his claims to all his European possessions or conquests as well 
as to all parts of Asia Minor west of the Taurus. The latter 

U2 
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half of 1118 deals with this catastrophe. On the events behind 
this verse see Bevan, House of Seleucus, ii. 88-112. 

Turn his face: i.e. 2, Here the Or. reads 0" as in the 
LXX kai 8éo0e, and in 1117 of our text. But, as Bevan remarks, 
the Kt, is to be retained, since here it is not a question of 
purpose but of actual movement as in 111°, where we have the 
same phrase repeated. The expedition referred to here is that 
of Antiochus against Asia Minor. See preceding note. 

To the tcoast landst : i.e. vw, the islands and coastlands ot 
the Mediterranean. But the LXX here reads éni rijv 6adaooay = 
DD (‘to the west’), which is either a corruption of ond or 
vice versa. If the LXX is right the ‘many’ that Antiochus 
captured would probably be prisoners. Both on sea and land 
Antiochus fought against Rome for the independence of the 
East. If the MT is right, then the ‘many’ would mean coast 
lands and provinces on the Mediterranean. But Antiochus’ 
attempts ended in failure. 

The two following clauses are very difficult. The foremost 
scholars turn down the MT absolutely. Their emendations 
fail, however, to account for the texts presupposed by the 
LXX and Th. I have attempted a fresh departure and offer 
two restorations of the text, both of which keep close to the MT 
and account in the main for the LXX and Th. The second 
appears the more justifiable. 

But a chief shall put an end to his contumely: i.e. PSP NAN 
in|w. On the Roman commander see first note on this verse. 
Antiochus offered hospitality to Hannibal, and told the Romans 
that they had no more business with his doings in the East 
than he had with theirs in the West: ‘Asiam nihil ad populum 
Romanum pertinere: nec magis illis inquirendum esse, quid 
Antiochus, quam Antiocho, quid in Italia populus Romanus 
faciat’ (Livy, xxxiii. 40). 

So that he (Antiochus) shall not requite his (the Roman chiefs) 
contumely upon him. The Roman victory was to be so over- 
whelming as to exclude the possibility of further resistance on 
the part of Antiochus. The above translation requires the 
omission of one letter in the MT, and indirectly it serves to 
explain the variants in the LXX and Th. The MT, LXX, Th., 
Vulg., and Pesh. run as follows: 

MT. 15 ae gnasn nda 1b snann pyp mawny. 
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LXX. kal exorpewer opyjy dvediopod adray ev dpx@ kata Tov dvewdir pov 
auTov. 

Th. kat xatamaice dpxovras dvediopod adrav’ mAjv dvediopds adrod 
emtotpéer aire. 

Vulg. Et cessare faciet principem opprobrii sui et opprobrium 
elus convertetur in eum. 

Pesh.= kai xararatce: tov apyovta tov dvedioavta adrov Kai dvedirpor 
avrov émotpéer adTo. 

(x) Now first of all we observe that inb\n occurs in all the 
authorities in some form twice—in the Pesh. once as a participle. 

(2) Next in the LXX dpyjv = Hyp, which is an obvious cor- 
ruption of })xp. 

(3) In all the authorities there are two verbs expressed or 
implied, i.e. n’awn and 32¥", except in the LXX, which reads 
awn for mawn, aud omits 1. But, as Bevan suggests, 
ematpeer adr xai could have easily been lost through homoiote- 
leuton before émorzpéye at the beginning of 111°, 

(4) The LXX reads év épxo where the MT has ‘nba % and Th. 
mhyv, but the Vulg. and Pesh. have no equivalent. Now, it is 
generally assumed, but wrongly as I believe, that év épxo here 
presupposes Y2¥3, which Bevan takes to be a corruption of 
DNyaY ‘sevenfold’. Thus we have ‘he shall requite his insults 
sevenfold’. Marti seeks to improve on Bevan. He reads 
awn) (with the LXX), and omitting several words reads »wm 
mynyay wnpan Pp yp 1%. But this is rewriting the text and not 
emending it. Besides it furnishes no explanation of the genesis 
of the MT text. To return to Bevan’s suggestion: how can we 
accept D’nylw as a corruption of ‘nba 35, or how can it in any 
way account for it? Moreover there is not a trace of this 
proposed Hebrew word in any of the other versions. The 
conjecture is, I think, not only a counsel of despair, but impos- 
sible under the circumstances. 

(z) My first proposal. What then does év épxp represent ? 
Possibly nbx3! (cf. Prov. 2922; Gen. 2441, Lev. 51), which comes 
very close to ‘nba. It also is a vain attempt to translate a 
corrupt original. The mA of Th., which = 528, is another 
emendation of ‘nda and an attempt to make something of the 


1 When nbs and nyaw occur together as in Num. 571; Neh. 10%, the render- 
ings are dpa and Opxos “(évépmov). But nbs is occasionally rendered (épxos, 
dpxiopés) and it alone serves to explain the MT. 
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corrupt text. For ‘nda cannot be rendered ‘only’ with Ewald, 
or ‘certainly’ with Hitzig or ‘nothing but’ with Drechsler. 
What, then, are we to make of the MT nba, ndxa (LX X), and 
bax (Th.)? My first proposal is to read ADD, of which *nda 1% 
is a corruption. This, though generally a preposition, is used 
also as a final conjunction: cf. Exod. 207°; 2 Sam. 14" (cf. jo 
in this sense in Deut. 331'), and so also in the correct text in 
Jer. 23" (ave nda), 2728 (x2 ynbas). We should then translate : 
‘And a chief shall so put an end to his contumely that he shall 
not requite his contumely upon him’. The discomfiture of 
Antiochus was to be crushing and complete. The above 
restoration keeps very close to the MT and is indirectly sup- 
ported by the LXX and Th. By thus keeping close to the 
documentary authorities we are obliged to take the first 1nD|n 
as referring to Antiochus and the second to the Roman consul. 
(2) My second proposal. If it appears unsatisfactory to take 
ynDn as referring to two different persons, it is possible to make 
the two refer to Antiochus alone by emending ‘nd2 % into 
np2p! ‘for annihilation’ (cp.92’,1116, Ezek. 131°). nbadwould largely 
explain the corrupt readings presupposed by the LXX (7>xa) 
and Th. (53x) and give an excellent sense. In 112° Antiochus 
was master of the situation. He had in his hand nbs, i.e. ‘the 
annihilation’ of Palestine, &c. The tables are now turned. 
The Romans shall effect the annihilation (nda) of Antiochus. 
We should then render: ‘And a chief shall put an end to his 
contumely (even) unto annihilation (nd3b) : (yea) he shall requite 
him with his own contumely.’ This emendation does more 
justice to the context: the former is closer to the text of the MT. 
The last three words 15 2, snpnm are derived from Hos. 12". 


111°, In order to meet the vast fine imposed upon him (Polyb, 
xxi. 14: Livy, xxxvii. 45) Antiochus retired to the fortresses of 
the East. He had to levy contributions where it was possible, 
and temples were not exempt from his exactions. After plun- 
dering the temple of Bel in Elymais he and his followers were 
attacked by the inhabitants and slain in 187 B.c. See Bevan, 
House of Seleucus, ii. 120. 


11°. Seleucus IV Philopator, 187-175 B.c. This king im- 


1 Even possibly mban which means ‘ utterly’ Job. 117, 28%, but it is not so 
close to the MT form. 
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pressed himself on the memories of the Jews by his attempt to 
rob the Temple through the agency of Heliodorus. The full 
account is given in 2 Macc. 3!~4°. With this we deal later in 
this verse. Driver, on the other hand, thinks ‘the allusion may 
be of a general kind: Seleucus had to pay for nine years an 
annual sum of 1,000 talents to the Romans ... the reference 
may be to the “exactor””’ who visited Palestine regularly for this 
purpose’. An officer of Antiochus Epiphanes who had duties 
in Judaea was called dpyav dopodoyias (t Macc. 1”), 

Shall stand up in his place one that shall cause an exactor to pass 
through with royal splendour. The text is doubtful, and the 
versions of little or no help, save that they presuppose some 
form or other of the MT though diversely and corruptly. The 
LXX reads kai dvacrncetat ... eis dvaoracw, avip rémrev ddééav Bact- 
héos = Jr THM ya we toys +++ sy. Here we observe that the 
LXX omits woby ‘in his place’, that tnyb replaces ayn, and 
yw replaces wa. But 5 by of the MT is original. It is 
supported by Th., Pesh., and Vulg., as well as by the context. 
Hence this phrase must be retained. Th. reads dvacrjoera . 
em T. €roipaciay avTov trapaBi8dlov, mpacowy ddfav Bacidrelas = * * * DY 
madi 997 wi aayD nz by, which, though rather meaningless, 
supports MT in the main. The Vulg. is hopeless, but the Pesh. 
is clearly based on an emendation of the current Hebrew text. 
It = nad asm yt cyayo a dy sy ‘there shall stand up 
in his place one that shall cause the strength and splendour of 
kingdoms to pass away’. 

From the above examination we may reasonably conclude that 
the MT is trustworthy. All that remains to do is to determine 
its meaning. wa clearly means ‘an exactor’. The difficulties 
lie in the last four words of the Hebrew, which are usually 
rendered ‘one that shall cause an exactor to pass through the 
glory of the kingdom’. But in no other passage in the O.T. 
has this verb two accusatives. 197 should be preceded by 
a preposition by or 3. Furthermore the analogy of ‘mp 37 in 
the next verse shows that we have here not a concrete con- 
ception ‘the glory of the kingdom’ but an abstract one. It can 
then be translated as an adverbial phrase ‘ with royal splendour ’, 
or with Bevan transpose 2p) and wi, and render ‘Then 
shall stand up in his place an exactor who shall cause royal 
splendour to pass away’. Bevan attaches the same meaning 
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(cf. 2 Sam. 121°; Esther 8%) to "way that the Pesh. does. He 
would take the ‘exactor’ to be ‘Seleucus, who made himself 
unpopular by his avarice; Livy speaks of this king’s reign as 
“otiosum, nullis admodum rebus gestis nobilitatum”’’ (xli. 19). 

But the ‘exactor’ is clearly Heliodorus (2 Mace. 3\~7*??~°), 
Simon, a Benjaminite, who was at variance with Onias the high 
priest, and had charge of the Temple, gave information to 
Apollonius, the governor of Coele-Syria and Phoenicia, that the 
treasury was full of untold sums of money, and that, as they 
were not assigned to the maintenance of the Temple sacrifices, 
the king could secure them. When Seleucus learnt this he at 
once sent Heliodorus his chancellor (rév éxi rév mpayparer) to seize 
these treasures. But, according to the writer, Heliodorus was 
prevented from carrying out his sacrilegious purpose through 
a supernatural appearance. 

This account is confirmed by two inscriptions on the bases of 
two statues erected to Heliodorus before 175 B.c. Of these 
inscriptions a full account is given in Deissmann’s Szbelstudien, 
Eng. transl., 303-307. In the second of these inscriptions 
Heliodorus is described as being a relative of this king (cf. 1. 3 
Tv ovyyévecay avrod), and in both of them as his foster-brother 
(ctvrpodos). In both also he is called the chancellor or first 
minister of the crown (cf. 2 Macc. 1o!!, 13”) in the phrase émi ray 
mpaypdreav reraypévov, exactly as in 2 Macc. 3°. 

_ £ew days: twelve years—short in comparison with the longer 

reign of Antiochus III. Otherwise the ‘few days’ are to be 
reckoned from the mission of Heliodorus to the murder of the 
king, or from the inception of the plot to its execution. 

Shall be destroyed : (lit. ‘broken’). Seleucus is the first of the 
three horns mentioned in 7° of our text. According to Appian, 
Syr. 45, Seleucus met his death owing to a conspiracy set on 
foot by Heliodorus (¢& émBovdjjs “HAwddpov). See Bevan, House 
of Seleucus, ii. 125. 

In anger (i.e. DDN). It is objected that we should expect 
ANI in this sense; but the dual is used in the sense of anger in 
such phrases as DYDN JAN: cf. Prov. 14%, 15!8, &c.: also in 3033 
DDN yD ‘the forcing of wrath’. But, as Behrmann points 
out, ‘not in anger’ is not what we expect here. Hence he 
suggests that D‘aN2 is used as }’D3N2 in Aramaic (= the Hebrew 
np, cf. Deut. 54). Hence the phrase would mean ‘not openly’, 


XI. 21 COMMENTARY 297 


‘not in a fair face to face encounter’. This would agree with 
the fact that Seleucus was the victim of a secret conspiracy. 

1175, Antiochus IV, Epiphanes, 175-164 B.c. This 
Antiochus was the son of Antiochus the Great and the brother 
of Seleucus Philopator. For fourteen years he had been a 
hostage at Rome in accordance with the treaty concluded by the 
Romans with his father, and was treated then, as he afterwards 
boasted, ‘pro rege, non pro obside, omnibus ordinibus’ (Liv. 
xlii. 6). At the request of Seleucus IV the Romans released 
Antiochus in his twelfth year and took in his stead Demetrius, 
Seleucus’ own son. On his way back to Antioch Seleucus IV 
was murdered by Heliodorus (11°), who sought to become king. 
But by the help of Eumenes, King of Pergamum, and Attalus, 
Antiochus seized the throne, which belonged legitimately to his 
nephew Demetrius. 

117. A contemptible person. These words express the Jewish 
verdict on Antiochus 1V. The term may be applied to him in 
derision of the title he assumed, Gecds émipavys—‘ God manifest’, 
of which Geds émparys is a fitting and well-deserved parody. 

On whom had not been bestowed, &. Here nn yoy and xdy 
niadn is to be taken as a relative clause with "WN omitted, The 
same phrase is found in 1 Chron. 29” ; cf. Num. 27?°. 

In time of security : i.e. shall take them unawares. Cf. 114, 8%, 

By flatteries : i.e. trypopbnat. This word recurs in 114 with 
the same meaning, but in 1122 as mpbna. The question arises: 
Were both these forms, bearing the same meaning, used by the 
Hebrew translator? Th. either found one and the same form 
in all three passages, or else he identified the form in 11°" with 
that in 117134 so far as the meaning is concerned. But the 
LXX, though corrupt, supplies evidence for the decision of this 
question. In 117154 it renders év kAnpodocia avrod (avrod omitted in 
124) = mpbma or inpona ‘in the (or “his”) portion’. In 11° 
its rendering is év cxAjp Aad, which is a corruption of év kAnpodoaia 
through a confusion of 4 and A and a transposition of c: i.e. 
KAHPOAOCIAI is a corruption of CKAHPQIAAQI, Thus the LXX 
in all three passages attests the same Hebrew text. Th. does 
the same, but does not help to determine which of the two 
Hebrew forms mpbn or mpbpbn should be read in the three 
passages. But the LXX does. Its rendering was in the three 
passages npona or inpona, which, since they are meaningless in 
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11742, are corruptions of nipona and not of mp>pbn3. Hence 
the latter word in the MT should in 11” be corrected into 
mpbna, and in rr into ynpona (see note zx /oc.). There is thus 
no evidence that the longer Hebrew word ever bore the 
secondary meaning of ‘ flatteries’ or ‘fine promises’. It appears 
in the O.T. (Ps. 35°; Jer. 2312) only in its original sense of 
‘ slipperiness’, and, when the LXX of Daniel was translated, it 
had not yet displaced the shorter form mp>n3. nipon is an 
exceptional pointing for nipon (Isa. 307°). 

1122-24, Events in Syria during the first five years of Antiochus’ 
reign, I7§-I70 B.C. 

1122, Armies shall be utterly swept away. Here with Marti and 
others I follow Bevan’s emendation of }8¥7! into }S¥T, an 
infinitive strengthening the finite verb which follows—*50¥%. 
The armies in question were those of Heliodorus and other 
domestic enemies. The MT 9S¥0 M1y7t ‘the armies of the 
flood’ (i. e. overwhelming forces) ‘would be a singularly inappro- 
priate designation for the armies defeated by Antiochus’. Some 
scholars interpret this verse of the forces of Egypt and of 
Ptolemy Philometor, the son and successor of Ptolemy Epi- 
phanes. But there is no express reference to Egypt before 11°. 

And shall be broken ; yea also the prince of the covenant. Marti 
proposes 03 72") instead of ox) 93~. This would connect the 
verb with the final clause: ‘And the prince of the covenant also 
shall be broken’. The prince, as Theodoret observed, was the 
Jewish high priest Onias III, who was removed from his office 
by Anticchus in 175 B.c. and murdered at Antioch in 171. 
See note on 9”°, where Onias is described as ‘an anointed one’. 
Cf. r Enoch go’. The text of this verse is uncertain. Th. 
supports the MT save in respect of one phrase: see note below. 
The LX X—rai rods Bpayiovas rods ourvtpiBérras cuvtpiyer amd Tpocemou 
aro kal pera ris diabjxns—presupposes ESD awy MyIAwIN MyM 
na opi. The first four words of this Hebrew when compared 
with those of the MT suggest independent renderings of a 
corrupt Aramaic text. 


From before him: i.e. yxabn—a rendering of the Aramaic 
MOI ND : cf. 72°. 


1 Th, (rod karaxAv(oyros) punctuated this word as OM the participle: ‘The 
armies of him that swept down’. 
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11*8, Antiochus outwitted all his friends and confederates. 

from the time they shall make a league with him. 2 here used 
in the same sense as in 9%, NMA3NNT is an Aramaized infinitive : 
see Ges.-Kautzsch, § 54 4: cf. Mynvn in Ezek. 242%, The 
subject is not expressed just as in Ps. 42‘. Contrast 42"), 

We could also translate: ‘by means of their league with 
him.’ The first half of this verse refers to Antiochus over- 
reaching his friends—whether his allies in general, or Ptolemy 
Philometor, or Jason (see 9?*). 

rr*Sb-24a_ He shall take the field and become strong with a small 
Sorce. And in time of securityt he shall attack the fattest places of 
the provincet. Sothe MT, save that with Bevan, &c., I have re- 
moved the vav before ‘32wn2 and placed it before the preceding 
word. For ny being used absolutely in the sense of ‘to take 
the field’ without a preposition or defining word following, cf. 
Isa. 21%. The MT is uncertain, and, since the versions differ so 
much, it is quite impossible to be sure what the original was. 
However, as 8%” also refer to the earliest acts of Antiochus, 
these verses may be helpful. Thus in 8% we have pny mnwi 
and in 82 pa4 mynv mbwa. These two phrases suggest that in 
our text we should find two statements: first, that Antiochus 
would destroy mighty ones; and secondly, that he would do it 
unexpectedly. Now the LXX reads kai emi vos isxupov ev ddvyoor 
Over (1174) cLdmwa epnyooe mod. Here these two ideas are repro” 
duced. But aby (= dvaSjoera) easily fell out before the succeeding 
Diyy 3 by as Jahn recognizes. The loss of nby led next to the 
deliberate removal of the vav which either preceded or followed 
mbwa. The LXX then presupposes 3 pyna oy by nbyy 
mad ov» mwa ‘and with a small force he shall take the field 
unexpectedly against a mighty force and lay waste a province’. 
In this case now) would either be the original or a corruption of 
pwn in the MT. But Th., Pesh., Vulg. support the MT. 
Here as in 8% we could interpret the first clause of Antiochus 
overcoming his political rivals, and the second of his onset on 
Palestine. The noisy 3 are the oy of 8%, But for 1 we 

hould expect ny as Bevan remarks. Where the MT has pyy 
and the LXX presupposes disy "3 by, Th. presupposes O71 Dyy). 

If we retain the MT we must at all events transpose the vav 
before mbwa and translate: ‘And in time of security he shall 
attack the fattest places’, &c. 
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Bevan prefers to render m1 ‘2w12 by ‘the mightiest men of 
(each) province’, and compares Isa. 10'%, Ps. 78°. The words 
D'oyy n'nwn) in 874 appear to support Bevan. 

The MT is thus wholly uncertain. If the translator of the 
LXX had found sw) AMID NWI, it is inconceivable that he 
should have left an easy word like x12 untranslated, unless we 
regard him as incapable of translating ‘30w». 

11%4b, He shall do that which his fathers have not done, &c. It 
these words stood alone, they could refer to Antiochus’ attempts 
to Hellenize his subjects and to put down all religions but his 
own. But if they refer to what follows, they may be explained 
by Antiochus’ prodigal generosity. Cf. 1 Macc. 3°°: ‘He 
feared that he should not have enough, as at other times, for 
the charges and the gifts which he used to give aforetime with 
a liberal hand, and he was more lavish than the kings that were 
before him.’ Cf. Livy, xli. 20: ‘Spectaculorum quoque omnis 
generis magnificentia superiores reges vicit.’ According to 
Polybius, xxvi. 10, he was for ever giving presents of all kinds, 
even to strangers. In one of his campaigns in Egypt he gave 
a piece of gold to every Greek in Naukratis (Polyb, xxviii. 17. 
11). This characteristic is marked by Livy, xli. 20: ‘vere regius 
erat animus in urbium donis et deorum cultu;’ and Polyb. xxvi. 
IO; ep b€ rais mpds Tas wédets Ovoias Kal Tais Tpds Tos Oeols Timats, mavTas 
imepéBare tovs BeBoowWcukdras. 

Among them: i,e. his adherents apparently. For this vague 
use of the plural, cf. rx’. 

Shall scatter: a2". Only found elsewhere in the O.T. in 
Ps, 68°!, The form is Aramaic, a synonym of the Hebrew “15. 
The usual form in Aramaic is 973. 

Prey, spoil, and substance. Cf. 1 Macc. 11°: @daBev ra oxida yas 
Alyirrrov, 

Devise his devices against, &c., i.e. against the strongholds of 
Egypt, such as Pelusium—‘the gate of Egypt’ (Claustra 
Aegypti, Livy, xlv. 11). Cf. 1 Macc. 129: kareddBovro ras modes 
Tas dxupas ev rtf Alyinrg. But Antiochus’ ambition reached 
further ; he sought to be king of Egypt: 1 Macc. 11°, 

For a time: i.e. ny ty and Th. os xapod: i.e. the time fixed 
in the counsels of God. But the LXX has éis parm. How did 


this last rendering originate? It clearly is a rendering of Se) 
(cf. Ps. 41°, 127)-2(tis) > Jer, 239, 43°), which cannot be other than 
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a corruption of nyws. The fact that this word is Aramaic (cf. 
31, 41650, 55) is not against it. It was used also in late Hebrew 
(Jer. Talmud). From this it follows that MY is a late 
replacement of an Aramaism by a classical Hebrew phrase. 
The time is that fixed in the counsels of God: ef. 112%, 

11*~°8, Antiochus’ first Egyptian campaign. In this cam- 
paign Antiochus defeated Ptolemy Philometor near Mount 
Casius, captured Pelusium, the key of Egypt, and with Ptolemy 
in his suite proceeded to Memphis. Pretending to act in the 
interests of the latter, Antiochus made himself master of Egypt 
(1 Macc. 1'8~*°), In the meantime the Alexandrians had made 
Ptolemy’s brother king under the title of Ptolemy Physcon. 
Antiochus next besieged Alexandria, but, after many ineffectual 
efforts to capture it, withdrew to Syria on the approach of three 
Roman envoys, who had been appointed by the Senate to put 
an end to the war. On his return Antiochus plundered the 
memple in Jerusalem :1)\Mace;.1°°-* = 2 Macc. 54-4. Cf. 
Mahaffy, Empire of the Ptolemies, p. 333. 

We have thus adopted the view of Wellhausen (/sraels- und 
Jud. Gesch.’, 1897, p. 246 2), who maintains that Antiochus made 
only two Egyptian campaigns, the third, that of 11*°*!, being 
an unfulfilled prediction. So also Mahaffy (Empire of the 
Ptolemies, p. 494 seq.), who contends that what are commonly 
regarded as the two distinct campaigns of 170 and 169 B.c. are 
really two stages in one and the same campaign. Driver favours 
this view, but points out that, since the persecuting edict belongs 
to the year 168 B.c., Antiochus’ attack on Jerusalem must have 
taken place in 170 B. c. owing to 1 Macc. 17°%54, Mahaffy (of. 
cit. 495) says that Antiochus ‘paid his first hostile visitation to 
Jerusalem... in 169 B.C. at latest’. 

King of the South: i.e. Ptolemy VI, Philometor. 

1125, Shall stir up. The MT reads 79, a jussive form wrongly 
used = 1. See note on 114, where other examples of this 
misuse of the jussive in this chapter are given. But since the 
LXX (eyepOjoera:), Th., Pesh., and Vulg. presuppose 1193, it is 
probable that this is a corruption of the older text 9}. 

With a great army. The LXX has the rendering & dyho 
mo\X@ here as in 111%, whereas Th. has & duvdpyer peyddy in both 
passages. In the LXX we find that wodvs in twelve passages 
out of fifteen is a rendering of 37 (the exceptions being 111% 
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281 where it seems to be a rendering of ya if Syn is right. In 
Th. wodvs in this chapter is in every passage save two (11%*-*4) 
also a rendering of 323. On the other hand péyas is always 
a rendering in Th. of Sy4) in the Hebrew of Daniel save in 11°, 
where it renders 34. 

The all but universal usage, therefore, is clear. But why, 
then, have we &v dxA@ moAAP kal ev xpryaoe modXois in 1113, where 
the MT has 35 wis2) 533 na? ~=How are we to explain the 
repetition of wodvs in two adjoining phrases, if there were 
different adjectives in the Hebrew? Since the translator of 
the LXX is to some extent a stylist and tends therefore to 
avoid the monotonous repetition of the same adjective rather 
than to perpetrate the contrary offence, i.e. of reproducing 
different Hebrew adjectives in adjoining clauses by one and the 
same Greek adjective, it seems reasonable to conclude that the 
Hebrew text before the translator of the LXX was 3 dna 
an won. If this is right, then it follows that the variation 
an +++ Sy) in the MT (followed herein by the Pesh. and Vulg.) 
was introduced subsequently for the sake of variety in the 
manuscript from which ultimately the MT was derived. Hence 
the rendering I have given. 

But this is not all. Again in 117° the LXX has ev ypryace 
moAdois and Th. év imdp&et odd. On the united attestation of the 
LXX and Th. here we emend 5y3) w353 into 35 wD5A. 

Finally in 11°, since the LXX reads ev éxyA wodd@ (supported 
by the Pesh. = x34 xbvna), it appears that we should read byna 
a4. If these conclusions are right, it follows that where odds 
occurs in the LXX of Daniel (Hebrew section) it always repre- 
sents 39, and that only once in Th. (i.e. 1144) does sodds 
represent by. 

He shall not stand, for they shall devise, &c. Ptolemy Philo- 
metor could not maintain the contest owing to the treachery of 
his followers. Antiochus defeated him near Pelusium and got 
possession of the border fortress of Pelusium by dishonourable 
means. t 
118, They that eat of his meat, &c. Possibly Eulaeus and 
Lenaeus, whose ill-judged advice led to Ptolemy’s attempt to 
reconquer Syria. Ptolemy fell under their influence after the 


1 In the latter part of this note I hope to prove that where zodvs occurs in 
the LXX of Daniel, 24 stood before the translator. 
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death of his mother Cleopatra in 174 B.c. Cf. Bevan, House 
of Seleucus, ii. 134-136: Mahaffy, Empire of the Ptolemies, 
332 seq. But the MT text is more than doubtful. 

Let us place the MT, the LXX, and Th. in parallel columns: 


NIE LXX Th 
. e 
Vw ¥y55 sb N . s 
way? WANS YIN) Kal karavado@oovow kat payovra ta Séovra 
> a ~ 
avrov wepimvat adrod Kai adrod Kal ouvrpipouow 
amootpéeyovoty avrov. avtov. 


First of all let us deal with the second clauses in the LXX 
and Th. Here droorpéyovow (corrupt for drorpivovow) airév and 
ourtpiyovow airéy are legitimate renderings of 1n3w. In the 
next place both the LXX and Th. read AnD2N) and not ‘ON, 
But there is no connexion of any kind between \33n5D and the 
LXX and Th. renderings pepysvae avtod and ra Sdéovra a’rod. On 
the other hand, it is possible to show a connexion between the 
originals of the Greek renderings. Thus the LXX is a free 
rendering of yy (Mishnaic Hebrew) or "7¥ (Classical Hebrew), 
while Th. =1278. It is, therefore, impossible to explain the 
MT from the two oldest Greek versions. We must, therefore, 
conclude that if the MT truly represents the original Aramaic, 
then the LXX and Th. attest a corruption as early as the 
middle of the second century. 

In 15813,15,16 on the other hand the Greek translators of the 
LXX and Th. found 3n5, and rendered it either by deirvoy 
or rpdme{a—that is, they gave what they regarded to be the 
general sense of the first part of the word, i.e. NB = ‘morsel’ 
of bread, and ignored the rest of the word. Since there is 
no like attempt to render 33n5 or anything like it here, it seems 
conclusive that they did not find it in their Hebrew manu- 
scripts. The MT reading 3n5 appears, therefore, to have been 
suggested by bax. The Massoretes found a very corrupt text, 
and tried to make something out of it. Here then the guidance 
of the LXX and Th. should be followed. In the original text 
this and the preceding verse were taken closely together. We 
should then have ‘For they shall devise devices against him ; 
(x12) wavy ynay amboxy and his anxieties shall wear him 
away and work his ruin’. After the defeat of Ptolemy Philo- 
metor’s army on Mount Casius ‘all was given up for lost. 
The young king was hurriedly packed on board ship to escape, 
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if he could, to the sacred island of Samothrace.! It was a foolish 
step. Ptolemy was intercepted by the Syrian vessels, and fell 
into the hands of Antiochus.’ (Bevan, House of Seleucus, ii. 136.) 

Shall be swept away. For *\0* (cf. 112%) ‘shall overflow’, we 
should with Bevan and others read 4) ‘shall be swept 
away’, i.e. Ptolemy’s army. The MT would naturally refer to 
that of Antiochus. 

Many shall fall down slain. In 1 Macc. 11° practically the 
same words are used of the same events: érecay rpavyaria modXoi. 

1127, Their hearts shall be to do mischief, &c. When Antiochus 
conquered Ptolemy Philometor, the Alexandrians raised his 
brother, under the title of Ptolemy Physcon, to the throne. 
Antiochus, thereupon, took Philometor under his protection, 
Antiochus on the one side professing that he did so solely in the 
interest of Philometor (Livy, xlv. 11: ‘cui regnum quaeri suis 
viribus simulabat’), and Philometor, on the other hand, pro- 
fessing that he believed in his uncle’s disinterestedness. 

Mischief: i.e. Y¥2 in pause from Y12, Hiph'l part. treated as 
a substantive. Cf. n°’ in 108, 

It shall not prosper : i.e. his subjugation of Egypt, which shall 
not take place until ‘the time appointed’. See 114%. But ‘the 
end’ in the verse may refer not to this matter but to Antiochus’ 
death. 

1178, Antiochus’ attack on Jerusalem at the close of his first 
Egyptian campaign on his way back to Antioch. See Mahaffy, 
Empire of the Ptolemies, p. 495. 

With great substance: i.e. ‘the spoils of Egypt’, ra oxida yijs 
Alyérrov, 1 Macc. 11°: Sibyll. iii. 614 seq., 

pier & Aiyirrov Bacwdjov* ek S€é te mavra 


krnpad édav eroxetrat KT. 


The holy covenant; i.e. the Jewish religion. Cf. 927 note. 

Return to his own land. Cf. 1 Macc. 1%*; 2 Mace. 521. 

1179-89, Antiochus’ second Egyptian campaign 168 B.c. and 
his persecution. of the Jews. This campaign was directed against 
the two brothers Ptolemy Philometor and Ptolemy Physcon, 
who were now reconciled. 

11%, At the time appointed: i.e. in the counsels of God. 
letra 


Polyb. xxviii, 21; Diod. xxx. 17. 
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But it shall not be in the latter time, &c. This campaign shall 
have a very different issue from the former. On the Hebrew 
idiom A7NND AwNrI, cf. Josh. 144; 1 Sam. 30%; Ezek. 184 

11°°, Those who go forth from the west: i.e. DY D Ny’. This 
is an emendation of the MT which here reads D’n3 nowy ‘ships of 
Kittim’. There are several objections to the MT. The chief 
is that individuals and nations are not mentioned in a vision. 
They are denoted by some symbol taken from the animal 
world as in chapters 8-9, or by some geographical description 
as king of the north, king of the south, &c. The second is that 
on> is used as an adjective only here in the O.T. It seems to 
have arisen as amarginal gloss. The third is from the Versions. 

The LXX reads ‘Popaior cai Edcovew: Th. of éxsopevduevoe Kirwoe: 
Pesh. = ‘acies Chittorum’: Vulg. ‘trieres et Romani’. We 
should observe that the LXX in 11!* presupposes m2) = emt rip 
6dkacoay, where the MT has ovxd. The text, therefore, cannot 
be discovered by textual means alone. We shall see reason 
presently to infer that the Greek translator found 0° instead of 
OY, But, if we bear in mind that proper names in such visions 
are either later interpretations or interpolations, the possibility 
of recovering the original is not so hopeless. The interpretation 
as to the quarter from whence the fresh attack on Antiochus 
comes is no doubt right: it is from the west, and it emanates 
from Rome; but n'ns is not used of Rome in any 2nd cent. B.c. 
authority. Seelater on. We may, therefore, dispense wholly 
with the Pesh. and Vulg., and confine our attention to the MT, 
LXX, and Th. Since our author is constantly using the geo- 
graphical designation in order to symbolize the individuals. and 
nations appearing in this vision, we may reasonably conclude 
that ‘the west’ was part of the designation of ourtext: they were 
‘from the west’, D%): cf.84°. Next Th. with his of éxropevdpevoe= 
oxy’ completes the needed phrase—n'p pxy'n ‘those who go 
forth from the west’. This phrase was rightly interpreted of 
the Romans by the LXX and Vulg. As regards the proper 
name o'n2 it has nothing to do with the original text. It is 
a late attempt to emend it. For its existence there is no 
evidence before the 2nd cent. a.p. This emendation of the 
MT is possibly to be traced to Num. 24”, on2 TD ON. It is 
noteworthy that here the LXX, Vulg., Pesh. imply 1xy instead 
of oy). Again, the LXX rendering of our text kai e£ocovew could 
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be a rendering of ww'yim, which is closely allied to the text 
presupposed by Th. 

In further confirmation of the above restoration of the text, 
there is no evidence that a Roman fleet invaded the east. 
There was simply an embassage composed of C. Popilius 
Laenas and his suite—who may have come in a single ship. 
When Antiochus demurred to the demands of the Roman envoy, 
the latter summarily required Antiochus to leave Egypt. On 
this notable meeting of Antiochus with Popilius Laenas, see 
Polyb. xxix. 11; Appian, Syr., 66; Livy, xlv. 12;' Velleius 
Paterculus, i. Io. 

Finally, it is rather far-fetched to identify the ‘ Kittim’ with 
the Romans. This word originally denoted a town in Cyprus, 
then generally the inhabitants of Cyprus (Gen. 1o*; Isa. 23112), 
and later the isles and coasts of the Mediterranean (Jer. 21°; 
Ezek; 27°). In't Macc. 158°; Jubilees 247522, 992° = Josephus 
(Ant. 1.6. 1) it is used of the Macedonians. Even 1 Macc. and 
Jubilees late 2nd cent. B.c. books do not use this word of the 
Romans. Ifthe above restoration of the text is rejected, possibly 
we should read oO» oy ‘envoys from the west’, herein adopting 
Michaelis’ suggestion of n'y. 

And he shall be cowed: i.e. MND. Cf. Ps. 109!® ; Ezek. 132%. 
The words of Polybius, xxix. 27, form a remarkable parallel to 
the MT. When Antiochus accepted the ultimatum of Popilius 
Laenas after the expiration of the time appointed for the with- 
drawal of his troops, according to this historian he did so in 
the following manner: dmijye ras Suvapes eis ry Supiav, Bapuvdpevos 
pev Kal oréver, eixov b€ Trois Katpois kata TO mapdv.2 See foot-note also. 
The LXX, however, reads kai éu8pinjoovrac = ‘and shall threaten 
him’=773n). The Pesh.=%937): Vulg. reads ‘et percutietur’ 
= 3}. It seems therefore that there were different readings 
here from the 2nd cent. B. c. onwards. 

And he shall return. This is the second occurrence of this 
verb in this verse. The first refers to the retirement of Antio- 
chus from Egypt to Judaea. The present to his march from 
Judaea to Antioch. 

And have regard (j2\\ jussive wrongly used for imperfect) unto 

? Popilius . . . virga, quam in manu gerebat, circumscripsit regem : ac, Prius- 
quam hoc circulo excedas, inquit, redde responsum, senatui quod referam. 


Obstupefactus tam violento imperio parumper quum haesitasset, Faciam, inquit, 
quod censet senatus. Livy’s account is based on that of Polybius. 
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them that forsake the holy covenant. On his return to Antioch, 
Antiochus kept up communication with the apostate Jews. It 
was not Antiochus that took the initiative in the attempt to 
Hellenize the nation. Before his time a party had arisen 
among the Jews who, under the renegade Jason, subsequently 
high priest, had made this their object, and, after the accession of 
Antiochus, these approached the king and obtained his sanction 
to construct a gymnasium in Jerusalem and introduce Hellenic 
customs. ‘They had themselves uncircumcised and they forsook 
the holy covenant’ (eroinoay éavtois dxpoBvatiay kal aréatnoay ard ScadnKys 
dyias: 1 Macc. 11°): cf. 2 Macc. 4717: Assumpt. of Moses 81-5, 
t1°!, Armies: i.e. DYN with masc. plural ending: contrast 
mya rz’. On the forces brought by the chief collector of 
Antiochus (i. e. Apollonius, 2 Macc. 54), see 1 Macc. 12%, 

Profane the sanctuary. On the profanation of the temple, see 
8U. Cf. 1 Macc. 197 éudduvav 76 dyiacpa. 

The fortress. The Temple is so designated in 1 Chron. 29119 
nyan. Cf. Neh. 28, 72 on the use of this word for a fortress 
near the Temple. It had fortifications at this period as we may 
infer from their being afterwards rebuilt according to 1 Mace. 
APG. See £ Macc. 1** 209, 

And shall take away: i.e. VON VOM. Cf. ra syonn spin. 
A similar statement is made in 8", where, however, instead of 
yon, the Hebrew is onn own. These may be alternative 
renderings of one and the same Aramaic verb, syn (Haph‘el), 
which is used in the Aram. Papyri (Cowley, 30°, 31°) in a like 
connexion as well as in later Aramaic: cf. Targ. on 2 Kings 18+. 
In 1 Macc. 1*1~** there is an enumeration of the religious. rites 
and usages of the Jews, the observance of which was henceforth 
forbidden by Antiochus. 

Shall set up a horror that appalleth: i.e. the heathen altar 
that was built on the altar of burnt offering. This was done 
according to 1 Macc. 1°* on the fifteenth day of Chislev 
(December) 168 B.c., and on the twenty-fifth of the same month 
they offered heathen sacrifices on this altar which had been built 
on the altar of God (cf. 1 Macc. 159: @vard{ovres emi rov Bopor bs fy 
éni rod Ovovacrnpiov). In 154 of the same book we have almost the 
same words as in our text—oxoddunoay BddAvypa epnudoews eri rd 
dvovacthpwov. With regard to the peculiar expression ‘a horror 


that appalleth’, see note on 9”. 
x2 


308 THE BOOK OF DANIEL XI. 31- 


This phrase, which also appears in 1 Macc. 1% as BdeAvypa 
épnuaecews, was first applied to the heathen altar and then probably 
to the image of the Olympian Zeus beside it. For according to 
Taanith iv. 6 (S273 nby yn) a statue of Zeus was set up... The 
Greek rendering in the LXX and in 1 Macc. 1°, Bdérvypa epypo- 
cews, is at once an incorrect rendering of the Hebrew, and proves 
that the translator failed to recognize the grim jest designed by 
our author. 

The prophetical writings of the O.T. and many of the Jewish 
Apocalypse are full of puns. Bevan quotes one on pw in the 
Ber. rabba (Sect. 4), where the sky is called pnw ‘because the 
people are astonished at it’ (jm>y DyoDInVD NYTIALY). 

With regard to the grammar of the phrase, we have already 
corrected now ywbn into nown ywn in 883 in g?? now oyipy 
into nowy pipy (see zz Joc.). Here in 11°! pow pwn should be 
corrected into oown “wn or oownn "wn, or else the article should 
be excised in 11%! since it is not found in 1211, which is a con- 
tinuation of the same vision. 

1132, Such as do wickedly against the covenant: i.e. MA YwaY 
(cf. 9°, 121°), This intransitive use of the Hiph‘il of ywn is not 
earlier than 400 B.c. or thereabouts. Contrast o297 ‘pyyp in 
12°, These offenders are the apostates mentioned in 11°, 
Bevan prefers to take the Hiph‘il transitively and renders ‘those 
who bring guilt upon the covenant’ (i. e. the covenanted people), 
and contrasts it with D°297 ‘psyn in 12°. 

Shall he pervert: i.e. (51m) into still more evil ways, into 
sheer irreligion: cf. Jer. 3°, where the Hiph‘il should be read 
‘shall pervert the land’. These are the apostates referred to 
in 11°°, The expression here, therefore, would imply the 
degradation of character that follows upon the deliberate 
abandonment of high religious principles. It is out of keeping 
with the context to render the verb ‘make apostates’ (Bevan 
and Driver), seeing that these men were such already. 

By flatteries (i.e. mpbna: see note on ri"). Ch 1 Macc.2! 
which enumerates the advantages to be won by those who 


1 Cf. the quotation from Philo of Byblos in Eusebius, Praep. Evangel. I. 10. 
TovTov yap, pyoiv, Bedv evdurCoy pdvov ovpavod Kipiov, BeeAoduny KadovvTes, 6 éort 
mapa Poircgr xvpios odpavod, Zeus dé map’ "EAAnot. Also Plautus Poenulus, v. ii. 67. 


Gunebel balsamen (ed. C. H. Weis), The speaker is Hanno, the Carthaginian, 
whose words are here transliterated into Latin. 
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renounced Judaism. But these perverts have already done so. 
Antiochus by his flatteries seeks to make them his mere tools, 
and members of a religion of which he is himself one with the 
chief deity. 

The people that know their God shall be strong (i.e. PY). Cf. 
1 Macc. 1: ‘Many in Israel were fully resolved (éxparavancav 
& V) and exerted their strength (6xupé4ycav év airois probably = 
Oomnwa. wprnnn) . . . so as not to profane the holy covenant’. 

And do. This absolute use of the Hebrew verb has already 
occurred in 81424, g!9, 112830, This meaning is found occa- 
sionally in the O.T., 2 Chron, 3121; Jer. 147; Ezek. 20°. 

11°°. They that be wise. These are not the teachers, but the 
godly—the Chasidim. They were strongly opposed to the 
Hellenizing party, and constituted the Hasidaeans referred to 
in t Macc. 7!%; 2 Macc. 14°. Around them were gathered the 
soundest elements in the nation. On this party and its attitude 
to the Maccabeans, see 1 Enoch go**. Cf. 1 Macc. 2*27*%, 
avvnxonoav mpos avrots (the Maccabeans) cuvaywyi ‘Acidaiwv, ioxupa 
Suvduer dro “Iopand, mas 6 Exovoratsuevos TH vu. Kal mdvres of puyadevovres 
am TV Kax@y TpocereOnoay avrots. 

Shall instruct the many (i.e. nad wD): ie. ‘cause them to 
understand alike by their teaching and example’. Here 
the 5 with the acc. is a mark of late Aramaized Hebrew: cf. 
2 Chron. 35°. 

Shall fall by the sword, &c. See 1 Macc. 1%, 231-88, 341, 518 ; 
2 Macc. 61%11,18-31, 7, These persecutions are referred to later 
meteb. reo. 

11%, A little help. The help here referred to is that of the 
Maccabees. The rising of Mattathias and his sons assisted by 
the faithful in growing numbers, and their early victories, are 
described in 1 Macc, 242748, 311,12,28—26 41215, but to our author 
the greatest victories won by the arm of man are only ‘a little 
help’. He looks for deliverance not from this source but from 
the Lord. 

In rt Enoch 83-90 (written before 161 B.c.) the rise of the 
Chasidim and from amongst them the Maccabees is thus 
described symbolically in a dream vision, 90%, ‘But behold 
lambs (i. e. the Chasidim) were borne by those white sheep (i. e. 
the faithful adherents of the Theocracy), and they began to open 
their eyes and to see and to cry tothe sheep. Yea, they cried 
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to them, but they did not hearken to what they said to them. ... 
And I saw in the vision how the ravens (i.e. the Syrians) flew 
upon those lambs, and took one of those lambs (i. e. Onias II]), 
and dashed the sheep in pieces and devoured them. And I saw 
till horns grew upon those lambs (i.e. the rise of the Macca- 
bees—the horned lambs) and the ravens cast down their horns, 
and I saw till there sprouted a great horn on one of those 
sheep (i.e. Judas Maccabaeus).... And it cried to the sheep, 
and the rams saw it and all ran to it.... And those ravens 
fought and battled with it and sought to lay low its horn, but 
they had no power over it.’ 

The writer of 1 Enoch 83-90 loosely includes Onias III 
among the Chasidim, and also the Maccabean family. The 
Chasidim are distinguished from the Maccabees and _ their 
immediate followers in 1 Macc. 3!%. They formed an organized 
body before the Maccabean outbreak, 1 Macc. 2*%, 3% They 
generally supported Judas, but were at times antagonistic on 
legal grounds, 1 Macc. 7°14. It was only after much indecision 
that they cast in their lot with the Maccabean party, because 
this movement brought them into opposition with the high-priest 
of the time, the legitimate and religious head of the nation. 

And there shall join them many ‘in the city and many in ‘their 
several’ homesteads. The MT reads ‘and many shall join them- 
selves unto them with flatteries’. These words are taken to 
indicate that many joined the national cause from sheer terror, 
because of the ruthless severities practised by Judas and his 
party. See 1°*Macc. 2@, 3° -% Gi0.2h2t ph ieh i ywiheres) uaa 
takes vengeance on those who had deserted), 97°. But the 
context, as the following verses show, is against the idea, that 
the Maccabees had as yet attained much power. In 11° of 
our text it speaks only of martyrdoms on the part of the faithful, 
and in 11*° the successes of Antiochus during the time allotted 
to him. The same conclusion follows from the almost contem- 
porary account (before 161 B. c.) in r Enoch go?®: ‘ All the eagles 
and vultures and ravens and kites (i.e. Ammonites, Edomites, 
Syrians) .. . came together and helped each other to break that 
horn of the ram’ (i.e. Judas Maccabaeus). It would not, there- 
fore, be natural to pay court to a cause struggling for a very 
doubtful victory. The MT is, therefore, corrupt. Th. is of no 
assistance here as it is a literal reproduction of the MT. But 
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the LXX appears to have preserved the original text. It 
supplies the right thought, and it explains how the corruption 
in the MT arose. It reads as follows: kai emtouvaxOnoovrar er 
avTovs TodXot ext mdédAews Kal woddol toast év kAnpodoota = paby 59) 
inpdna THY TOI Wyal oI, ~=Here o34 Yy3 was lost through 
homoioteleuton. Next és is a corruption of es= ‘nx. The 
corruption of «és into #s led inevitably to the excision of adrod 
after k\npodocig. Finally mpbpbna is as we found (see note on 
tz!) a corruption for mpna or rather inpena = ep kAnpodooia 
(adrod), Jahn suggests that as év KAnpodocia = mipbnas, where the 
2 is a dittograph of the following 3. We should then have: 
‘and there shall join them many in the city and many in the 
fields’. In my restoration the inpon (‘his portion ’) is the definite 
portion of ground assigned to each individual : cf. Deut. 33”. 

11°, Some of them that be wise, i.e. the faithful. This phrase 
rendered ‘the wise’ (cf. 11°%, 12°19) could just as well be rendered 
‘the teachers’, i.e. those that make wise, as in 922 and possibly 
in. 12°; 

tShall fallt : ice. VID, According to the MT (followed by 
Th., Pesh., and Vulg.) some of the teachers or wise should fall, 
but that was to be no excuse for despair—their martyrdom 
would have as its effect the disciplining and perfecting of the 
faithful wherever found. 

But the text of the LXX_ d:avonbjycavrac presupposes Dy, 
We should then translate ‘some of them that be wise shall be 
wise’. The words that follow in the LXX refer not to the 
faithful generally but to this pre-eminently faithful minority— 
eis TO KaOapioat éavrovs Kal TO ekNeynvat [Kai eis To KadapioOjva|. The 
pre-eminent among the wise will take special measures ‘to refine 
and make themselves pure ’—until the time of the end. Thus 
the LX X presupposes T7anTD eal) mrayd 12u, = The rendering 
ékdeyjvae is only justifiable in the chronicler’s use of 172 ‘to 
choose’, ‘to select’. Now though Th. presupposes the bw 
of the MT, yet it supports the LXX in two out of the three 
verbs that follow: rod mupdca adrovs (¢d. atrovs) kat Tod exhéfacbat 
[kai rot dmoxadupOjva: (corrupt for dmodevxarOjva)|. For ékdéEacda we 
should expect ékdeyjva. It is noteworthy that these two verbs 
recur in 12!°in the passive, and there also it is the wise who 
are the subjects of the three verbs—the personalities who are 
spiritually disciplined. Hence I suggest that with the LXX 
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(and in part with Th.) we should render as follows : ‘And some 
of the wise shall be wise so as to refine and make themselves 
puree, Ct. 12": 

So as to refine and make themselves pure: i.e. DMS Arayd 
snann. This, I am convinced, was the original text. The MT 
is very late 24) sad) ona ainyd = ‘to refine amongst them 
and to purify and to make white’. The grounds for the above 
conclusion are as follows. The LXX reads «is 10 kaOapioa 
Eavrovs kal eis Td ékdeynvat [Kal eis 7d cabapicOnva}. Now it is obvious 
that 7d KaOapica and 1é xabapicOjva are here duplicate renderings 
of one and the same Hebrew phrase. To confirm this conclusion 
we have only to turn to the MT (121°) where the same combi- 
nation of three Hebrew verbs recurs but in a different and 
corrupt order. But the LXX in 121° has only two verbs as a 
trepac0aart Kai dyiacddor. Here metpacéeéo. is an obvious corrup- 
tion for mvpoédo. as we see in Th., and thus the LXX pre- 
supposes %©78° JY: cf. 121°, Next dyac@dor in 121° (LXX) is 
a rendering of y7A3n’. Thus according to the LXX there were 
only two verbs in each passage. It is to be noted that the Pesh. 
also presupposes only two Hebrew verbs in 11%. 

It is not till we come down to Th. that we find three Hebrew 
verbs presupposed as inthe MT. In 11° Th. reads rod rupdca 
éavtovs Kal tov exdé€acOa Kal Tov taroxadupOjvact (corrupt for dro\ev- 
kavOjvac: Some manuscripts have ekdevearOjvau). In r2!° Th. has 
€xheyGow Kal éxdevkavOdow kal mvpobdow; B&bA add kai dyacddow 
which is an alternative rendering of 773n’ and may be borrowed 
from the LXX. In both passages Th. supports the MT. But 
the oldest authority is against the MT and Th. in three respects. 
(1) It has only two verbs, and these two are closely connected 
with each other. *¥ means ‘to smelt’, ‘to refine’, so as to 
get rid of the dross (cf. Isa. 1°). The metaphor is taken from 
one who works in metals and is used of God in Zech. 13%, 
Ps. 661°, In many passages of the prophets God is the Refiner 
(cf. Mal. 3?, where the refining is done with fire). When men 
are so refined: in the fire of affliction ‘they are made pure’ 
yanan, and the change is an inward one. (2) The LXX retains 
the right order in both passages : first comes the smelting away 
of man’s impurities, then comes his purity. But, though the 
MT and Th, preserve the right order in 11°, it is wholly con- 
fused in 121°, where the many are to purify themselves, make 
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themselves white and refine themselves (i.e. undergo the pre- 
liminary spiritual smelting—last of all!). (3) The LXX is free 
from the weaker expression ‘make themselves white’. »2bn is 
used metaphorically in the O.T. of the outward whiteness that 
follows on inward cleansing. The other two verbs deal with the 
spiritual transformations of the faithful. Moreover this outward 
‘whiteness’ follows on the internal smelting, rightly, in 11®°, but 
precedes it in 121°! The metaphor originates with the smelting of 
metals. Has this external whiteness any real raison d’étre here ? 

In both passages 11°°, r2!° the LXX alone appears to attest 
the original Hebrew version. I may add here that s>¥ is good 
Aramaic as well as good Hebrew: cf. Cowley 57, 284, 38%. 

To refine them (i.e. ona A785). Here 2 in ona, if we hold fast 
to the MT, is to be taken inthe sense of ‘among’: cf. Exod. 1428, 
But we must emend into ON: see preceding note. 

[Zo make white.| For the contracted Hiph‘il 1292 (ives 12209) 
Hitzig and other scholars read 1209. The Pi‘el does not not 
occur in the O.T., but is frequent in post-Biblical Hebrew. 
This verb, however, is omitted by the LX X, and appears to be 
a late gloss. 

To purify : i.e. 122. Read snannd with the LXX. 

To the time of the end. According to the MT the martyrdoms 
were to persist to the time of the end: according to the Hebrew 
text presupposed by the LXX the sense would be: they that 
endure to the end—the same shall be saved. 

End... time appointed, Wyi0+*+ yP. These words are found 
in the Hebrew of Sir. 368. They have already occurred in our 
text in 1177, In Sir. 377 we have possibly an echo of Dan. 11°6e 
‘Wake up indignation and pour out wrath’ (mdm Jaw) AS Wyn). 

When the Jews took this ultimate measure of sacrificing 
everything to their religious ideals, it was clearly a moment of 
transcendent importance in their spiritual life, and Bevan (House 
of Seleucus, ii. 174) rightly emphasizes it: ‘ Under the stress of 
those days numbers of Jews conformed ; those who held fast 
generally forsook their homes and gathered in wandering com- 
panies in desolate places. But there also shone out in that 
intense moment the sterner and sublimer qualities . . . of uncom- 
promising fidelity to an ideal, endurance raised to the pitch of 
utter self-devotion, a passionate clinging to purity.... It was 
an epoch in history.’ 
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1126-39, These verses characterize Antiochus, his measureless 
arrogance and impiety, and show how he set at naught the 
various national religions, in order to establish the cult of his 
own god—with whom he identified himself. 

1126, According to his will, This phrase has been used in 8* 
of the Persian empire, in 11? of Alexander, and in 117° also of 
Antiochus. 

Exalt himsef (i.e. naan’). The LXX reads rapopyoénoerar = 
qonpn asin rr. In Hos. 12154) cai rapdpyoev implies *31) of 
which the MT nv 170 is a corruption (Marti). 

Magnify himself. Again in 1157. Cf. Isa. 10. 

Above every god. Cf. 5”, where Belshazzar lifts himself up 
against the Lord of heaven. On the coins of the early years of 
the reign of Antiochus the inscription was simply Bagvdcos 
Avtioxov with representation of Apollo. Later a star appears on 
his forehead, which betokens his claim to divine honours, but 
Apollo is not represented. Still later the star disappears from 
the coins; but these now bear the inscription Baciews Avtioxou 
Gcov Emavovs, or else represent his head as surrounded by 
a diadem of rays in attestation of his divine dignity. During 
the closing period Zeus is represented on the coins and not 
Apollo, and the inscription claims the honours of Zeus himself: 
Baowews Avtioyou Geov Exupavous Nixnopov, the last epithet being pecu- 
liar to Zeus Olympius. See Driver zz /oc., whence I have drawn 
these facts, and the Catalogue of Coins in the National Library 
in Paris (Babelon, Les Rots de Syrie, 1891, pp. xcii-iv). Nestle 
(Marginalien, p. 42) calls attention to the fact that Babelon in 
the work just mentioned (p. xlvili) states without any conscious- 
ness of this passage in Daniel: ‘Apollon assis sur l’omphalos 
disparait presque complétement de la série des monnaies Séleu- 
cides aprés le régne d’Antiochus IV Epiphane; il se trouve 
supplanté, a partir de ce moment, par /e type de Zeus Olympien’. 
See also Gardner’s Cons of the Seleucid kings of Syria, xi. 2, 
xii, 13, Xi. 9, xii. 11. But to return to Nestle (of. cit. p. 42) who 
further cites Babelon: ‘Der olympische Zeus hatte sich schon 
auf den Miinzen der 3 ersten Seleuciden gefunden ; aber—um 
wieder Babelon reden zu lassen: “a partir d’Antiochus ce type 
disparait pour ne faire sa réapparition que sous Antiochus IV Epi- 
phane a l’occasion sans doute de l’inauguration de la statue colos- 
sale de Zeus Olympien & Daphne.” Man sehe nur die wun- 
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dervollen Tafeln bei Babelon; erst auf der zwélften, eben unter 
Antiochus Epiphanes, erscheint wieder der olympische Zeus, und 
es sollte eigentlich keinen Daniel-Kommentar geben, der nicht 
von diesen Miinzen aus eine Abbildung des “Greuels der Ver- 
wistung ” bringen wiirde.’ 

Bevan (House of Seleucus, ii. 156 seq.) emphasizes the fact 
that Antiochus identified himself with Zeus and turned this 
claim to practical purposes. For as Zeus Olympius whom he 
identified with the God of the Jews (2 Macc, 6%) he naturally 
appropriated the treasures of the Temple (1 Macc. 1! sea-), while 
‘at Hierapolis where the deity was feminine, but identified with 
Hera (Lucian, De Syria Dea), he claimed the temple treasures 
as his wife’s dowry’. The entire chapter ii. 148-161 should be 
read. Polybius (xxxi. 4, Io) states that ‘he plundered most 
temples’ (ra meiora rév icpdv), and his death was due to an un- 
successful attempt to plunder a temple in Persia (1 Macc. 614). 

Speak marvellous things. Cf. 7%, ‘a mouth speaking great 
thmest 6.7°F 737" f 

Against the God of gods: i.e. o> bx, thé God of Israel: cf. 
2 Ps TDN where the phrase is used by an idolator. Contrast 
the full form in Deut. ro!” ondya nbs. 

The indignation be accomplished (i.e. nyt nb3). Cf. 89 and Isa. 
10°, whence the phrase is derived. Since both the LXX and Th. 
have » épyn we should perhaps correct byt into nym. In Isa. 10% 
the word should probably be read ‘pyr or aytn (with the LXX). 

That which ts determined shall be done (i. e. ANwWy) AYAN)). The 
first word is borrowed, as in 92’, from Isa. 107° and 287, The 
divine will must be carried out. 

11°7, The efforts of Antiochus to bring about uniformity in 
religion and custom throughout the empire (cf. 1 Macc. 1*?: 
kai @ypawev 6 Baowreds aon TH Baorhela adrod civar mavras eis Kady eva, Kal 
eykataneinew Exagrov Ta vdpipa adtod), and his supreme devotion to 
the Olympian Zeus—no less than his identification of himself 
with this god in his later years—led him to discredit the local 
deities, even those whom his fathers and he himself had wor- 
shipped. Amongst these was the Greek Apollo, whose form, 
represented on the coins of his fathers, and on his own coins at 
the beginning of his reign, was subsequently wholly displaced 
by that of the Olympian Zeus. 

Nor the desire of women. Probably the Phoenician deity 
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Tammuz, the equivalent of the Greek Adonis, whose cult had 
been popular in Syria for centuries, especially among women 
(Ezek. 8'4, where the prophet beheld within the precincts of the 
Temple ‘the women weeping for Tammuz’). The XV Idyll of 
Theocritus is entitled ’ASemdfouca, ‘Women keeping the festival 
to Adonis’—ra ’Adéua. According to Hippolytus, Refut. Haer. 
v. 9, the Assyrians called Adonis the thrice desired, rpuéd6nros. 

Nor any god. Since Antiochus identified himself more or less 
with Zeus Olympius, he was superior to all other gods and their 
treasures were his. It is true that he erected great temples to 
some gods. They shared with him the rights of divinity. The 
LXX omits mbx 55 dyn. 

11°8, The god of fortresses. This is apparently Jupiter Capito- 
linus, to whom Antiochus erected a magnificent temple in 

Antioch : cf. Livy, xli. 20, ‘Antiochiae Jovis Capitolini magni- 
ficum templum, non laqueatum auro tantum, sed parietibus totis 
lamina inauratum’. According to Livy, xlii. 6, Antiochus sent 
to Rome golden vessels of 500 pounds in weight, which were dis- 
tributed amongst such temples as the Quaestors thought fitting. 

A god whom his fathers knew not: i.e. Zeus Capitolinus. The 
preceding Seleucidae recognized Zeus Olympius, indeed as 
their coins prove. But Zeus in Antiochus’ conception of him 
claimed all the attributes of the Roman Jupiter Capitolinus. 
This seems to be the most reasonable explanation of the text. 

* 11%, He shall tdeal with the strongest fortresses by the helpt of 
a strange god. The beginning of this verse in the MT is, as 
Bevan declares, unintelligible. Besides the meaning extracted is 
unsatisfactory. Hence Meinhold, Hitzig, Bevan, Marti, and others 
change OY into DY and render: ‘he shall procure for the strong 
fortresses the people of a strange god’. The reference would 
be here to the heathen colonists and soldiers settled by Antiochus 
in the fortified cities of Judaea and in Jerusalem: 1 Mace. 1°, 
3°, Driver regards the rendering ‘procure’ for nyy very 
questionable here, and objects that the parallels quoted in support 
of it in 2 Sam-15'; 1 Kings 1° are hardly parallel. If Driver’s 
objection is valid, we can find int Sam. 8!8 (naxbad Awy) = ‘will 
use for his service’) ; Exod. 38%4 excellent parallels to the idiom 
in our text and an idiom that is also suitable to the context: 
‘ He shall use for the strongest fortresses the people of a strange 
god’: i.e. as their garrisons, as 1 Macc. 3°65 state. 
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: People of a strange god. With this emended text compare 
vind OY Num. 21”9, 

Strange god. Cf. Deut. 32!2 32) 5x as here. 

Whomsoever he recognizes, he shall honour highly. 2 (which 
after qwx does not need to be changed into 3! with Or, cf. 
Deut. 1514 15 nn pads mi Jona ws) bears the same meaning 
as in Ruth 2119, But the same words could also be translated : 
‘Whosoever acknowledgeth him, he shall honour highly’. 

Cause them to rule over the many and divide the land for a price. 
The chief offices and confiscated lands were divided amongst 
the king’s adherents, as in 1 Macc. 9”, kai é&édefev Bakyidns toads 
ageBeis dvdpas, kai KaréoTnoev adrovs Kupiovs tis xopas. Jason purchased 
the high priesthood, and he was soon displaced by Menelaus, 
who offered a higher price, 2 Macc. 487124, 

114#°-*, Transition from history of the past in disguised lan- 
guage to actual prediction of the future. Three different inter- 
pretations have been given to these verses. (1) They have been 
regarded as a recapitulation, and as giving a brief sketch of the 
course of events from about 171 B.c. to the death of Antiochus. 
But the introductory words, ‘at the time of the end’, exclude 
the assumption that we have here a recapitulation. The present 
belongs to the time of the writer. The time of consummation 
referred to in 11°°, with a view to which the faithful would make 
preparation (so text of LX X), had now actually begun. (2) They 
have been taken as relating to historical events following on 
those already mentioned, i.e. after the year 168 B.c. But our 
historical authorities know nothing of an expedition against 
Egypt after this date. The chief events of the reign of Antiochus 
in 167 B.c. are his institution at Daphne of a great series of games 
lasting thirty days and rivalling in magnificence those just cele- 
brated by Aurelius Paullus in Macedonia, and his reception of 
the envoy of the Roman Senate, whose suspicions he succeeded 


1 In dealing with 11¢°-4! Jerome speaks of another expedition against Egypt 
on the authority of Porphyry: ‘Et haec Porphyrius ad Antiochum refert: 
quod undecimo anno regni sui rursus contra sororis filium Ptolemaeum Philo- 
metorem dimicaverit.’ Further on Jerome says that the clauses in question 
refer not to Antiochus but to the Antichrist. Returning to the exposition of 
Porphyry he writes: ‘ (Antiochus) festinans contra Ptolemaeum regem Austri, 
Idumaeos, et Moabitas, et Ammonitas qui ex latere Judaeae erant, non tetigit : 
ne occupatus alio praelio, Ptolemaeum redderet fortiorem.’ But there is no 
foundation in history for Porphyry’s view. 
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in placating.! In the following year, 166 B.c., he started on an 
expedition in the course of which he perished. It is true that 
Porphyry, according to Jerome, does speak of another expedi- 
tion to Egypt, but the incidents recorded by Porphyry, apart 
from one or two details, could all have been drawn from the 
text of Daniel, and the mention of Antiochus pitching his tent at 
Apedno is due evidently to a misunderstanding of the Hebrew 
word ‘3788 in 1145, (3) Hence the third hypothesis alone is 
tenable that this passage is not a description of the past but 
a forecast of the future. As Driver (p. 197) writes, ‘the author 
draws here an imaginative picture of the end of the tyrant king, 
similar to the ideal one of the ruin of Sennacherib in Isa. 10?*~*?: 
he depicts him as successful where he had previously failed, viz. in 
Egypt ; while reaping the spoils of his victories, he is called away 
by rumours from a distance; and then, just after he has set out on 
a further career of conquest and plunder, as he is approaching 
with sinister purpose the Holy City, he meets his doom’. 

114°, At the time of the end. The period spoken of in 11° has 
now come to its close. The author clearly expected another 
invasion of Egypt after 168 B.c. See last note. 

The king of the south: i.e. Ptolemy Philometor. There was 
no third invasion of Egypt. See Mahaffy, Empire of the 
Ptolemies, pp. 494. seq. 

Make a thrust against him: i.e. 29 MIN, DY = ‘against’ when 
it is used with verbs such as ond9, 29, &c. In 84 it is used of 
the butting of the ram in the vision, where the ram is a symbol 
of the Medo-Persian empire. Here the king of the south is the 
ram. The very same symbol is used to denote the Chasidim in 
1 Enoch go!!! and Judas Maccabaeus in go!*!416an almost 
contemporary apocalypse. 

1 At the close of the games Tiberius Gracchus with a suite was sent from Rome 
to determine the attitude of Antiochus and his alleged ambitions. But as Polyb. 
xxxi, 5, States, Antiochus received them with such an extraordinary display 
of friendliness as not only wholly to disarm Tiberius of all his suspicions, but 
to cause the latter to visit with his disapprobation the persons who had set 
such suspicions on foot: Ofs (i.e. the envoys) obrws émdegins dmfyrncev 
RU TIOXOS Kal troppovas, Wore put) olov Tos wept Tov TiBépiov Sronredoal Ti tept 
abrod mparyparviesy 7} maparpBis Eupacw éxov ék ray ward tiv Adegdvdperay 
adda Kat TOY AeydvTov Te ToOLOdTOY KaTaywoKEY, Kd THY bTEpBoAdy THs KaTa Thy 
dndvrnow piravOpwnias. And yet Polybius adds that Antiochus was ddAoTpWwTaTa 


- ; : . 
diaxeipevos mpds “Pwpaiovs. Antiochus was a past master in the worst forms of 
diplomacy. 
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Storm against him (i.e. WR’), Antiochus will advance like 
a whirlwind against Ptolemy. For this use of the kindred verb 
avd, cl Habeas 

Come into the countries. This is taken to mean the countries 
that lay between him and Egypt. If the text which is supported 
by the Vulg. is right, then this clause summarizes proleptically 
what is expressed in detail in 11#1~#%. But the LXX, Th., and 
Pesh. read yx here and not niyon3, the LXX and Pesh. 
omitting "3y) Auv:. In 1r1!°, where the same three verbs No} 
ay) bw * * occur, the textual authorities differ as to what 
followed x2). Taking together the uncertainty of the text and 
the unsatisfactory sense of the MT, it is possible that the 
Aramaic original read “N13 ‘according to his pleasure ’, which 
was corrupted into NnyaNa = Ni¥IN3 of the MT, which, if the 
suggestion offered is right, should be emended into 13873: cf. 
8*, 11°1636, Antiochus shall go where he pleases. This thought 
is in keeping with his imperious and overweening character. 
This suggestion has the merit of explaining the corrupt accen- 
tuation of n}25 in the next verse. 

Shall overflow, &c. Borrowed as in 111° from Isa. 8°. 

1141, The glorious land. See 111, 8° notes. 

Tens of thousands. Here for Ni31 = ‘many’ (lands) fem. we 
should obviously with De Wette, Bevan, Behrmann, Kamphausen, 
Prince, &c., read nia = ‘tens of thousands’. Cf. 1112, Neh. 77. 
The feminine accentuation of nia5 in the MT can be explained as 
due to the corrupt reading of niy4N3 in the preceding verse. 

But these shall be delivered out of his hand | Edom and Moab and 
the chief of the children of Ammon]. As we have already pointed 
out, the designation of nations by their actual names, especially 
when the events occur near or in the time of the writer, is con- 
trary to the usage of Apocalyptic. On this ground alone we 
excise the phrase ‘Edom...Ammon’. But independently of 
this fact, the history of the time is against its inclusion. For of 
these three peoples, two are specifically mentioned in 1 Macc. 
5'-§ as taking up arms against Judah in furtherance of the 
policy of Antiochus, i.e. the Edomites and the Ammonites.’ As 
enemies of the Jews they are mentioned in Ps. 83%? —®) and in 
Judith 7% 1718, the latter and probably the former being composi- 


1 In 2 Macc. 426, 57 Jason the apostate high-priest twice found sanctuary 
with the Ammonites, 
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tions of the second cent. B.c. John Hyrcanus conquered the 
Edomites in 109 B.c. and compelled them to adopt Judaism. 

Hence they,cannot be regarded as other than confederates of 
Antiochus, and to speak of them as ‘being delivered out of his 
hand’ is absurd. Of the Moabites we have no mention. They 
were, however, hereditary foes of Israel,1 and, though they had 
long disappeared from the stage of history, this is enough to 
explain their inclusion in an interpolated gloss. 

But if we excise, as we must, the mention of these three 
nations from the text, how are we to explain the clause that 
precedes? They cannot naturally refer to the interpolated 
words that follow in the MT. Hence they are to be explained 
in reference to the words that precede. The writer expected 
Antiochus to make a third expedition. In the course of this 
expedition, whose ultimate goal was Egypt (11), Antiochus 
would overthrow tens of thousands of Judah. We have, there- 
fore, to interpret this victory of Antiochus as a victory indeed, 
but not as a victory of annihilation. Cf. 11°* where the same 
verb with the same nuance occurs. The clause ‘but these 
shall be delivered out of his hand’ is designed to teach the 
readers of the book that in some way the main body of the 
Jews should be delivered out of the hands of Antiochus. This 
is in keeping with the expectations of the writer. It would of 
course be possible to take nbs as an emendation of an original 
nbxo (= ‘some of these’) made after the incorporation of the 
false gloss above referred to. 

[ The tchieft], i.e. wen. If this is right, then it means the 
principal part of Ammon: cf. Amos 6'; Jer. 49%. But Buhl 
and Marti with the Pesh. emend nwnn into NM NY = ‘the 
remnant of the children of Ammon’. This certainly improves 
the sense of the interpolation. 

1142-43, Conquest of Egypt after the reduction of Palestine. 


' The ancient Moabites had long disappeared, and their place been taken by 
Nabataean Arabs, to whom even Josephus gives this designation: Ant. i. rr. iG 
cf. xiii. 13; xiv. 12 4. It is significant that Moab is never once mentioned in 
t Macc, On the other hand, in Isa. 24-27 (assigned by many modern scholars 
to the and cent, s.c.) Moab—only now a name with a religious significance— 
is mentioned in 251°, probably as typical of Israel’s enemies. If the reference: 
is not typical, and the present context is against its being so regarded, then the 
Nabataean Arabs may have early been regarded as identical with Moab as in 
Judith 7° and Ps, 837. 
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11*. Stretch forth his hand: i.e. to seize: cf. Esther 87. 

The land of the south, MT and versions have wrongly inter- 
preted the original phrase into ‘the land of Egypt’: see note 
on 11°, 

Shall not escape: i.e. nordad monn xb. The LXX—er xdpa 
Aiytrrov ovk éora év aity Stac@¢suevor—makes a far stronger state- 
ment : ‘in the land of Egypt there shall not one escape ’—thus 
reading DYDD 2 instead of mrp, The phrase novdad +++ rYan 
is from Gen. 32°). 

1148, Precious things. The word p32 is a dm. dey., and is 
derived from the Aramaic {®2. 

The south. MT has wrongly as in preceding verse interpreted 
the original phrase into ‘Egypt’; see note on 11°. 

[| Zhe Libyans and Ethiopians, &c.| This is another interpola- 
tion like that in rr*4.. Since the Libyans and Ethiopians dwelt 
W. and S. of Egypt and are mentioned as following ‘in his 
train’ (lit. ‘in his steps’ »yyo2 = wd303, the classical phrase: 
cf. Exod. 113; Judges 4), 8°; 1 Kings 201°, &c: only here in 
this literal sense in the O.T. : figuratively in Ps. 377°; Prov. 20%), 
Egypt is represented as being beset on all sides. The Libyans 
and Ethiopians are mentioned in Nahum 3? and Jer. 46°. The 
interpolator by such an addition seeks to intensify the contrast 
between Antiochus with his highest ambitions all but achieved 
and his sudden overthrow. 

11**, Tidings out of the east. As tidings (ny w) drew away 
Sennacherib from Palestine (Isa. 377; 2 Kings 19"), so tidings 
(niyi2’) from the east and north shall cause Antiochus to retire 
in haste from Egypt. 

To destroy and exterminate: i.e. ovina; tnwnd. The LXX 
has here pougpaia dpavica kal amokretvat = sypwidy osnnd aalites 
(or nvondy). Cf. Deut. 7%. 359n2 is then a dittograph of nnn. 
The two verbs which occur in this order in 2 Chron. 207 would 
then mean ‘to ban and to destroy’. But are not the Hebrew 
and the LXX here renderings of the Aramaic expression 
myaindy mv, which has already occurred in 77°? If this is 
so, it is best to render as these ‘to consume and to exterminate’. 
Th. zod apavica (+ Kal Tov dvabepatioat AQ) support this latter 
order as found in 77°, where it renders rod dagavicat kai tov amodéoat. 
So also the Vulg. ‘ut conterat et interficiat’. 

11%, Shall plant: i.e, YS’, used only here in the O.T. in this 


3266 4 
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sense of pitching a tent, instead of 8, Cf. Eccles. 12! for 
a related use. Duhm, Cheyne, Marti, &c., take yioad as corrupt 
for nia where ‘the spreading out of the heavens’ is the idea, 
not ‘the planting’ of them. 

The tents of his palace : i.e. 12728 DTN. But the LXX, Th., 
Pesh., and Vulg. do not support this text. All four read bax = 
‘his tent’. Th., Aquila, and Vulg. regard 1758 as a proper 
name. Though this word passed into Aramaic from the Persian 
and occurs frequently in Syriac, the Syriac translator could not 
render it. The LXX reads rére = Aramaic 48. The word is 
derived from Persian apaddna = ‘treasury’ or ‘armoury’, but 
‘palace’ in Syriac. Text uncertain. . 

Between the seas and the glorious holy mountain. The ‘seas’ 
here is a poetical plural (cf. Judges 5!7; Deut. 331°) for the 
Mediterranean Sea. The mountain is of course Mount Zion. The 
text here implies that Antiochus died in Palestine between the 
Mediterranean and Mount Zion, whereas he actually died at 
Tabae in Persia in the winter of 165-164 B.c. It was a reason- 
able expectation on the part of the Jews that their greatest 
persecutor should fall amid the scenes of his greatest crimes. 
According to 8% he was to perish ‘broken without hand’. 
Moreover, the old eschatological expectations of the prophets 
fixed on the neighbourhood of Jerusalem. This is emphasized 
in Ezek. 38-39 according to which the nations that were hostile 
to Israel were to fall on the mountains of Israel: cf. 38!4—1%21, 
3974; Joel 373. Zech. 142%49-; x Enoch go!®!% Even the 
throne of judgement was to be set up ‘in the pleasant land’, 
1 Enoch go”, and the wicked judged according to what was 
written in the sealed books. 

Yel he shall come to his end. Antiochus made a fresh attempt 
to get hold of the treasures in the Elymaean temples. He tried 
to break into a temple of Istar or Anaitis, but the people of the 
place filled with religious frenzy succeeded in driving off his 
forces. Soon afterwards he died at Tabae in Persia (Polyb. 
xxxi. 11; 1 Macc. 6'~*; 2 Macc. g!~2), as above mentioned. 
See Bevan, House of Seleucus, ii. 160 seq. 


INTRODUCTION TO CHAPTER XII. 


The conventional division of this chapter from the preceding 
one is based on a sound judgement. Both chapters constitute, 
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it is true, one vision, to which chapter ro forms an introduction. 
But chapter 11 is wholly concerned with human history already 
past, 117~°°, or on the eve of realization, 1149-45, whereas 
chapter 12 passes from temporal to eternal things. 

In this introduction I shall briefly draw attention to the 
methods pursued in order to recover the original Hebrew 
version and thereby in the main the Aramaic original. In the 
study of the text it has been found necessary to reject phrases 
and entire clauses as very early or late additions to the original 
text : and in the next place to emend by means of the versions— 
above all by means of the LX X—many corrupt passages in the 
text. There is a third point which is of no little interest to 
the student of religious development. In 12? owing to the mis- 
understanding of an Aramaic expression a new conception of 
the nature of the joys of the righteous and the sufferings of the 
wicked arose, helped no doubt by the occurrence of this 
expression (in part) already in Isa. 6674, 


I. Luterpolations. 


122, mipand is to be excised as an explanatory gloss on pwd. 
The LXX actually incorporates three renderings of pwd, one 
of which «is d:acropdv is reasonably correct. The other two, «is 
‘dvediopdy and els... aicxdvny, are further efforts of the translator 
to render in the margin this difficult phrase, both of which 
unhappily were incorporated subsequently in the text. Th. is 
here very unfortunate. He rejects the real rendering and adopts 
the two glosses into his text. 

12!, Excise wabn’ as the gloss of an unintelligent scribe in 
11 and here. In both passages the LXX knows nothing of it. 

121,12, When the original date fixed for the advent of the 
kingdom was not realized, either the original author—the style 
is quite his own, or a reviser in the year 165-164 B.c. in the 
second edition, added 12"1% to correct the original prediction 
and adapt, if possible, its forecasts to actual events. Possibly 
12 was added in the second edition and 121? in the third. It 
so, we have the remarkable fact that three editions of Daniel 
appeared in the vernacular, i.e. Aramaic in the course of slightly 
over three years. 


1213, Excise ype with LXX, Th., and context. See note 1% Joc. 


Ye Bs 
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II. Emendations (a) ancient and at the same time incorrect. 
(b) Emendations of the present corrupt MT under the guidance 
of the versions, mainly the LXX. 


(a) 1268. When 121112 were added in the second and third 
editions, Jewish scholars after the Christian era (?) recognized 
their incongruity with the statements in 12%%, and so changed 
sox) (so LXX and Vulg.) in 12° into -exy—a change which 
made the text questionable Hebrew, and n'nx (so LXX) in 12° 
into n’anx. A further result of this addition led to the attribu- 
tion of an unparalleled meaning to 7D» in 121%, i.e. ‘to rise in 
the resurrection’ = pp. 


(6) 12% For “py now read with (LXX, Th.) Pesh. and 
Vulg. 758 “DY. 

12‘, For the very corrupt text nywn Aan) oan Hw read 
under the guidance of the LXX AynaA Adan) O57 (HD) wy Ty. 
See notes 2” loc. 

12°, For px read with LXX, Vulg., and some manuscripts 
of Th, 798). 

128. For nans with LXX read nynx—another Aramaism like 
psatin 12%. It is found in 5%. See note zm Joc. 

12), For jay wadny mam read with LXX yan wry sy. 
Cf. 11°, where again the LXX is right. Here Th. supports the 
restoration of the ty. See note zx Joc. 


Ill. Avamaisms. 


12%. w7. See under Juterpolations above and the note 2m coc. 

128, nds nuns = pox nn. Cf 522. 

rat, nndy + + + son nyo. Here 5 with inf. appears to be a 
continuation of the preceding finite verb: cf. 216 But it could 


be justified by Hebrew parallels. The Aramaic was possibly 
INDY ++ YAN IPD, 


IV. The Hebrew verb wy. This verb is a maid-of-all-work in 
our author. In 12! it appears with Sy in a new construction = 
‘to protect’, whereas in 8%, 1114 the same phrase = ‘to with- 
stand’. In 847, r11° with ‘2a it bears the latter meaning, while 
this same phrase in 1°!° = ‘to serve’. Again in 12'° owing to 


the interpolation of 12"! it comes to mean unjustifiably ‘to rise 
from the dead’. 


V. A characteristic of Gehenna—i.e. that the wicked should 
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suffer in the presence of the righteous arose from a false etymo- 
logy of pwnt, See note on 122. 


VI. Hebrew renderings of Aramaic phrases of our author. 

127, DAY = NPY, 43164), 

127. SYM) Dy ID = pry dar pry poy, 725. 
VII. Very late use (or misuse) of a Hebrew word. “89 which in 
all OT. writings before 200 ».c. is used only of the Nile, is in 
12%7, tot used of the Euphrates. In Isa. 33?! (assigned to 
163 B.c. by Duhm, Bickell, Marti; by other scholars to the 
middle of the 4th cent. B.c.) it means ‘watercourses’. In very 
late Hebrew and ‘late Aramaic it bears the same meaning. 


121%, These three verses form the close of the revelation of 
the angel, and belong to what precedes. In fact 11°45 and 
12‘ form a unity, being a description of the last times of all, 
i.e. the destruction of the great heathen power, 11*°—**, followed 
by tumults and troubles throughout the world, out of which, 
however, the faithful shall be saved, 12'. Then shall follow the 
resurrection of the pre-eminently righteous Israelites as well as 
of the apostates, and the age of everlasting blessedness on the 
present earth, 1277 °, 

12!, At that time, i.e. the period of the overthrow of Antiochus. 

Michael . . . the great prince. See 10'*”!, 

Shall. . . stand up: i.e. oy’, which the LXX read as 12", 
since it renders by mapededoerat: just as in 111 it read DY as ON 
(i. e. etme), 

Which standeth for the children of thy people, i.e. ‘protects’: 
cf. Esther 8", 9!6. This phrase Sy any has exactly the opposite 
meaning in 8”, 1114, where it = ‘to withstand ’, and is therefore 
there used as the equivalent of 3995 Jy in ro!3, or Hd Iyy in 847, 
1116, For quite a different use of the last phrase see note on 1‘. 

A time of trouble such as never was, &c. This phrase consti- 
tutes a technical description of the last times: cf. Jer. 307 ‘ Alas ! 
for that day is great, so that none is like it’: 1 Macc. 9? kai 
eyévero Odiis peyadn ev TH "lopandr, Aris ovK eyévero ad’ js nuépas ovK Shon 
mpopyrns avtois: Ass. Mos. 8}, ‘ira quae talis non fuit in illis’ ; 
Mark 13!°: Matt. 2474: Rev. 167° cewpds eyévero péyas, olos ov 
éyévero af’ of dvOpwmos eyévero emt ths yas THALKodTOS GeLopds UTM péyas, 
It should be observed here that Rev. 161° adheres more closely 
to Th. than to the MT or LXX, as Th. reads Adivs, ofa ov yéyover 
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ad’ fis yeyévnrar Zvos év tH yh ws Tod Katpod ékeivov. So far as the 
phrase in itself goes, it occurs in a non-technical sense in 
Exod. g!*,24, The phrase ‘time of trouble’ (">¥ ny) has already 
occurred in Jer. 30%. It refers here of course to the gathering 
of all the Gentile powers against Jerusalem. 

Thy people: the true Israel. 

Written in the book, i.e. of life. See note on 7!°: also my 
notes on 1 Enoch 47%. This book of life, which originally was 
a register of the actual citizens of the theocratic community on 
earth, has in the present passage become a register of the citizens 
of the coming kingdom of God, whether living or departed. 

12%, In Pss. 49, 73 there are probably the first intimations of 
the immortality of righteous souls. These psalms are the 
utterances of mystics. It is probable also that in Ps. 17 we 
have just such another utterance, while in 39 (i.e. omitting the 
interpolated verses 39%§)11—140015)), though the writer is con- 
-vinced that every man is at his best estate altogether vanity, 
yet there is the expression of an unconquerable hope in God: 
‘And now Lord what wait I for? My hope is unto thee’ 39%”), 

These psalms were probably not written earlier than the 
3rd cent. B.c. and possibly towards its close. They avoid all 
definition of the nature of the life beyond. But the time came 
when thought busied itself about the nature of the future life. 
In x Enoch 22, which is pre-Maccabean in date, there is an 
elaborate account of Sheol and its different divisions corre- 
sponding to the moral distinctions between the different classes 
ofmen, From this Sheol only the pre-eminently good and bad 
were to be raised, just as in our text, but the mediocre folk of 
both classes were to remain for ever in Sheol. Thus in our 
text and in 1 Enoch 22 there is taught a doctrine of the resur- 
rection which in certain respects is morally conceived. 

But this is a comparatively late form—that is logically—of 
the original doctrine. In the O.T. the resurrection was derived 
from a synthesis of the hopes of the righteous individual and 
of the righteous nation. By the resurrection the righteous 
individual was to be raised to a higher communion (a) with God 
and (6) and to be restored to communion with the righteous com- 
munity. Thus the communion of the righteous individual with 
God was not temporally conditioned, because it was unbroken 
by death. This is a truth too generally lost sight of—not only in 
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Judaism but also in Christianity, and particularly in the case of 
our Lord. In His case there could be no breach wrought by 
death in His full and perfect communion with the Father. But 
to return to our immediate problem. Though the communion 
of the righteous individual with God is not temporally condi- 
tioned, restoration to communion with the righteous community 
is temporally conditioned as regards its external and complete 
consummation, but not in its spiritual essence; for the spiritual 
resurrection can be and is experienced in the present alike in 
respect to God and man. Hence this life is for the faithful the 
resurrection life, though but in its beginnings. This is the 
teaching of the later Pauline Epistles, but as a fact of experience 
it was true all along. 

Thus in Judaism’ the resurrection in its original form was 
the prerogative of the righteous, as it is also in the N.T. save 
in a few Judaistic passages.” The doctrine in its essential and 
pure form—a resurrection of the righteous only—appears in the 
comparatively late section in Isa. 261~4%. But in our text, in 
1 Enoch 22; Test. Benj. 10°; 2 Macc. ; 2 Bar.; 4 Ezra there are 
declensions from the original conception. In these writers the 
spiritual essence of the resurrection has been lost sight of, and 
the resurrection—instead of being regarded as at once a Divine 
gift and a personal achievement—came to be used as a sort of 
vehicle for bringing certain classes of the righteous and of the 
wicked before the Final Judgement, and, last stage of all, for 
bringing all men before the Judgement Seat for the General 
Resurrection. As generally conceived these latter develop- 
ments are not Christian. 

Many. Notall Israel but many in Israel. See preceding note. 

Sleep in the dust: i.e. “By 0: cf. Isa, 26’ “Ay 22w ‘those 
that dwell’, &c. 

That sleep in the dust of the earth. This rendering of the R.V., 
though it has the support of the LXX, Th., the Pesh., and Vulg. 
is not a rendering of the MT, which reads "ay ndOIN Iw = 
‘those who sleep in a land of dust’. Marti explains ‘the dust’ 
as defining the term ‘earth’, i.e. earth which is dust (G.-K., 


1 Cf, Pss. Sol. 316, 147, 1515, There is no mention in these Pss. of the resur- 
rection of the wicked : Sheol is their inheritance, 145%8, 1511, 162, 

2 See my Eschatology”, pp. 397 S€q., 407, 410 seq., 428-30, 444, 448-54: 
Comm. on Revelation, I, p. cxvi: II, 194-198. 
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§ 1280). Driver renders ‘the dusty earth’, which is simply 
impossible here, where abodes of the departed are spoken of. 
We must either, then, take By as a synonym for Sheol as in 
Job 7%, 171%, 2011, 2116 and render ‘in a land of dust’. The 
Babylonian Hades, which is the same as that of the ancient 
Hebrews, is described in the Descent of Ishtar, as ‘the dark 
house ... the house from which he who enters never emerges— 
where dust is their nourishment, clay their food’. For ‘22 
the usual form would be °¥"2 (Ges.-Kautzsch, § 102 0). 

Otherwise we must for "py noIN read ADIN TAY. Cf. Gen. 131°; 
Exod. 81213, where we find ynxn “py (= Aram. XyaN7T Ny), which 
the LXX in the two latter passages renders 75 x@ua ris yjs as Th. 
in the present passage. This is the better of the two methods 
of dealing with the text; for the LXX, Th., Pesh., and Vulg. 
presuppose this order. There is a difficulty in the text of the 
LXX but not in the order—év 16 mAdrev rijs ys. Since mAaros is 
a rendering of ‘np in Dan. 31; Ezra 6°, the corruption may have 
arisen in the Aramaic original, 1.e. NNDINT NYNDI, where xynD? 
may be corrupt for 15y. But the divergence is too great. 

Shall awake: i.e. yp’. Used in Isa. 26!° in the same sense, 
In this verse of Isaiah three verbs are used of the resur- 
rection: mn, op, ppn. Our author uses the third here (and 
owing to the interpolation of 12") 12 spy becomes a synonym for 
Dp in 12)°), 

Everlasting life. Here only in the O.T., but of frequent 
occurrence in Apocalyptic literature, in the Targums, the 
Talmuds, and other Jewish writings. It is found in 1 Enoch 
15%°, which is older than our author: Pss. Sol. 316(2), 

Everlasting rejection : i.e. ny prod. Here the MT retains 
mand (?maand: so LXX and Th. as Jahn recognizes) without 
a copula before nv, as also does the Vulg. ‘ut videant 
semper’. mpand> was originally a marginal gloss explaining 
nad, and was subsequently incorporated in the text. Here 
the MT and Vulg. preserve the first stage in this act of incor- 
poration, before the copula was inserted. The LXX contains two 
renderings of naand and one of nwa. It reads of dé eis dvediopor, 
of d€ eis Siagmopay Kal aisxvyqy aidmov. Th, reproduces the renderings 
of the two glosses and omits the rendering of the original word 
of which they were glosses: odro eis dveWupdy Kai aiaxvyny aiavor. 

* See Aram. Pap. (Cowley, 84, 792-4, 2618-20), 
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The Pesh, with |4,>!! = ‘in interitum’ as its first phrase appears 
to attest pwd as that phrase, while it paraphrases the second 
phrase as ‘et opprobrium sociorum suorum aeternum’. 

Rejecting, therefore, the explanatory gloss (or glosses) we 
arrive at the original Hebrew version pwd adsy ody nd abs 
nowy, the terse antithesis = ‘some to everlasting life and some 
to everlasting rejection’. 

Much interest attaches to the Hebrew phrase nbiy pny, which 
the LXX, when the glosses are rejected, rendered by «is dca- 
onopay, Here it is manifest that the translator derived jw 
from the Aramaic 95 (the Syr Js9) = dvacmeipew (= Hebr. m0), 
and the etymology may be right. At all events not is used of 
the punishment of the wicked in Prov. 207°, and of wickedness 
20°, and of wicked nations Ezek. 2912, 3026. The word is 
generally derived from x75, of which the Arabic equivalent 
root means ‘to repel’. Thus it comes in any case to mean 
‘scattering’, ‘rejection’. This word occurs only once elsewhere 
in the O.T,, i.e. Isa. 66%, where the LXX renders pwd by 
cis dpaow, the Vulg. by ‘ad satietatem visionis’. Since the Vulg. 
renders the phrase ody pwnd in our text by ‘ut videant 
semper’, it clearly follows that the LXX and Vulg. translators 
of this phrase in Isa. 66%4 and the Vulg. in Dan. 12? derived 
jw from the Hebrew mKn ‘to see’, The Targum on Isa, 66%4e 
takes the same view and paraphrases as follows: ‘And the 
wicked shall be judged in Gehenna until the righteous say over 
them, We have seen enough’ (sn non). The same interpre- 
tation of the Hebrew phrase appears several times in 1 Enoch 
27° ‘In the last days there shall be unto them the spectacle of 
righteous judgement in the presence of the righteous for ever’ : 
48° ‘So shall they burn before the face of the holy’: 62'* ‘They 
shall be a spectacle for the righteous and for His elect’. From 
the above facts we learn that for nearly 200 years B.c. Jewish 
scholars derived this rare word in our text from ANn ‘to see’, 
and from this mistaken etymology concluded that Gehenna was 
to be a place of punishment in the presence of the righteous. ‘Thus 
the chief characteristic of this Jewish and subsequently Christian 
conception was derived from a false etymology. 

12°, This verse refers to the teachers and leaders of the 
faithful. Amongst them would naturally be the martyrs and 
confessors of Judaism, who with the teachers would be distin- 
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guished from the rest of the faithful Israelites. Cf. 1 Enoch 104?: 

‘Be hopeful; for aforetime ye were put to shame through ill 
and affliction ; 

But now ye shall shine as the lights of heaven : 

Ye shall shine and shall be seen, 

And the portals of heaven shall be opened to you.’ 

Cf. ‘also 4-Ezravyeo.™. 

They that be wise. Cf, 11°*:°°, 

Shall shine: i.e. VY. This verb is found nowhere else in 
the O.T., though the noun 134 = ‘brightness’ occurs once: i.e. 
in Ezek. 82. The root has this meaning in some Aramaic 
dialects and in Arabic. 

As the brightness of the firmament: i.e. yprn am>. But the 
LXX has as dootnpes Tov ovpayov = DOWN IND, ‘as the lumi- 
naries of heaven’, i.e. the sun and moon. Does this imply 
a different text or is it an interpretation of the above phrase in 
the MT? This question is in part connected with the other 
suggested in the first note on this verse. Are two classes of the 
faithful referred to? or only the two forms in which their 
loyalty to God displayed itself—in the faithfulness alike by 
precept and example in the days of persecution? The things to 
which the faithful are compared favour the former; for ‘the 
brightness of the firmament’, i.e. the sun and moon, are clearly 
distinguished in glory from the stars. 

It is hard indeed to divide them into two classes, and yet the 
context on the whole favours such a division. ‘The wise’ or 
‘the teachers’ are of course faithful in their lives; but their 
distinguishing characteristic is that they are the teachers of the 
true faith. The rest who are likened to the stars have as their 
distinguishing characteristic their loyalty to the God of Israel 
even unto death. They too teach, but more by example than 
precept. Indeed they may not be more than silent but faithful 
disciples of the teachers. 

To return now to the text. The text of the LXX is at all 
events a very old one, and not improbably a literal reproduction 
of the Hebrew version. If so, then yypan amt may have been 
suggested by the verb "71 in the preceding clause and be due 
to a reviser or the Massoretes, t which literally means 
‘shining’ is far from an apt expression in this context. In 
Ezek. 8°—the only passage elsewhere in the O.T. where it 
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occurs—this meaning is quite apt. But this is not all. When 
the Aramaic equivalent of 47t occurs in the Mishnah of the Jer. 
Talmud, it is used only of the moon and not of the sun: see 
NHWB. i. 516. 

They that turn many to righteousness : i.e. D270 YD. It is 
noteworthy that the L.XX has here oi Katia Votes Tovs Aéyous pov, 
which apparently goes back to (or 135) 11292 pny = ‘they who 
hold fast my words’. The text it presupposes should then be 
rendered not ‘they who strengthen my words’ but ‘they who 
hold fast my words’. The two classes referred to then would 
be: ‘they who are wise’, i.e. have a deep insight into matters 
like Daniel and are teachers like him: and they who hold fast 
such teaching at whatever cost. 

Turn many to righteousness: i, e. not justify them technically 
but lead them to righteousness alike by precept and example as 
in Isa. 534%. The same idea is conveyed by the Aboth v. 26 
(Taylor’s ed.): ‘Whosoever makes the many righteous (A210n 
b'a7n ny), sin prevails not over him; and whosoever makes the 
many to sin, they grant him not the faculty to repent’. 

12*, The angel's last commission to Daniel. 

Shut up the words and seal. The book was to be concealed 
and sealed. The words are repeated in 12°. With the former 
injunction cf. 876, 

To the time of the end. The entire book, as it has already 
been said in 817.26, was written in the time of Antiochus’ perse- 
cution. In that reign the seals were to be removed and the 
book understood: cf. Isa. 291411819. Contrast Rev. 22'°, which 
is not a pseudepigraph, and was written at the time of the crises 
with which it deals. 

+Many shall run to and frot: i.e. 0%. The verb is 
admitted by many modern scholars to be an enigma or a cor- 
ruption.’ Two explanations are advanced. The first is that 
the words signify that many shall run to and fro in the book, 
i.e. shall diligently study it. But this verb could not be used 
of an earnest study of the book, but only of a superficial reading 
of it. Besides, how could it be studied, if it was sealed and 


1 In support of the MT Amos 8!” ‘ Many shall run to and fro (}0W") to 
seek the word of the Lord’ is quoted. But the word in our text is used 
absolutely and metaphorically, and not so elsewhere in the O.T. Cf. Jer. 5); 
Zech. 42°; 2 Chron. 16%. 
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hidden? The second explanation is that many generations 
would be perplexed as to its meaning, and that only after many 
generations would its meaning leap to light. But neither 
explanation meets the difficulty that the book was not to be 
made known till the very crisis it dealt with had arrived. Nor 
does either agree with the universal and literal use of this verb 
elsewhere. Recently, Wright (Danzel and his Prophecies, p. 322) 
abandons the metaphorical use of this verb and suggests : ‘Why 
should it not refer to the Jews... running to and fro through 
the world, and gradually increasing in learning the ways and 
works of God by their weary wanderings? By those wander- 
ings they are even now being prepared more fully to learn the 
meaning of the visions which so deeply concern them.’ But 
this suggestion also fails to explain how they are to learn the 
meaning of visions which are not to be disclosed till the hour of 
the actual events has struck. 

Moreover there are still further difficulties. The LXX reads 
ws dv dmopavaow of rohdoi. The true explanation, if we can arrive 
at it, should account for the MT and the LXX. The LXX =‘ 
nan 3%. Behrmann, following Schleusner, suggests that for 
wow” we should here read 1pw, and compares the LXX Ps. 40° 
where pavias evdeis is a rendering of 13 ‘bY. This rendering 
may have been suggested to the translator by the Aramaic NdU, 
the participle of which ‘8¥ is found frequently and means 
‘unreasonable’, ‘foolish’. Perhaps the confusion arose in the 
Aramaic original, which read (?) sss pow Ty. Here pow’ stands 
for joo. If this were so, then the rendering should be ‘till the 
many become apostates’—at all events in Targumic Hebrew. 
The nearest to wD’ in Hebrew would be www, which the LXX 
translator wrongly rendered by dropaiver. The MT youv could 
then have arisen from an accidental duplication of the » in ww”. 

Th. has &ayééo0w, which is a corruption of daydow (as in 
Isa. 55!*), a bad rendering of the MT. The Pesh. renders the 
MT metaphorically and the Vulg. literally by ‘ pertransibunt’. 
The one thing certain is that the text is uncertain. 

tAnd knowledge shall be increasedt, i.e. NVI 7AM. Here 
Bevan takes these words as corrupt. He thinks that the LXX 
kai mAno Op 1) yi adicias Supplies the solution, which (omitting # yj) 
presupposes NY17329n). This he renders ‘and many shall be 
the calamities’. If the singular verb with a plural noun is 
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unsatisfactory, we can read nya nyaany. But Bevan adduces 
similar constructions in Isa. 3418; Jer. 414, &c. In support of 
this restoration he adduces 1 Macc. 1°, which refers to the evils 
wrought by the Seleucidae and Ptolemies on Palestine: kai 
emdnOuvay kaka ev 7H yh = ‘and they multiplied evils in the earth’. 
This conjecture is regarded favourably by Driver, Wright, and 
others. It is attractive, but these scholars have failed to recog- 
nize that in the LXX miwmAnw is never a rendering of any mood 
of 734. AnoOnvae means ‘to be filled’, whereas AI4 = ‘to be 
multiplied’. Hence (1) m\yo#) may be a corruption of mAnOin 
or of mAnOvv6; as in Th. We should have xn instead of no 
the LXX were right: cf. Gen. 6" ppn pan xbon and the LXX 
kat emdyoOn } yn dducias. Perhaps the LXX represents the original 
text and the MT is only an editorial substitute. 

Hence for ‘and knowledge shall be increased’ we might read 
‘and evils be increased’ or ‘and the earth be filled with iniquity ’. 
But here again the only certainty is the uncertainty of the text. 

12°". Vision of the two angels, one of whom states the dura- 
tion of the troubles just foretold. 

12°. Other two, i.e. in addition to the glorious being who 
appeared to Daniel in 10°, clothed in linen, and who had 
imparted to him the revelation in rol}—1419y24, 

The river: i.e, 18%, an Egyptian loan-word, elsewhere in the 
O.T. the regular name for the Nile. In Isa. 337! it is used, 
however, of watercourses, and in Job 28° of mining shafts. But 
where “8! means ‘a river’ in the O.T., and especially where 
this word is preceded by the article, it is used only to designate 
the Nile. Hence its proper use was forgotten when Daniel 
was written or translated from the Aramaic. In keeping with 
this fact we note that in the Talmud and Rabbinic writings it 
bears the general sense of river alike in Hebrew and Aramaic. 
See Levy, NWHCW. i. 213. In 104, where the same river is 
referred to, the Hebrew designation is right, i.e. 1997. In the 
note on that passage we saw just grounds for identifying this 
river with the Euphrates and not with the Tigris, as apparently 
is done universally. 

12°. And 'I" said to the man. The speaker according to the 
MT is one of the two angels mentioned in 12°. But not only is the 
form of the Hebrew, which should have been of!) IN& 4px or 
the like, against the above rendering, but from 12° it appears that 
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Daniel is no silent auditor as in 8!*seqq. but asks for an explana- 
tion of the angel’s answer. The very form of the words ‘And 
I heard but I understood not: then said I, O my lord, &c.’, imply 
that Daniel has already spoken but wishes for more information. 
There is no nuance of remonstance in Daniel’s words, even 
though they express deprecation of the angel’s refusal. Thus 
both the form of the Hebrew and the context require not 7DN") 
but 728). Now the LXX cia attests this reading: so also the 
Vulg. and the manuscripts AQ of Th. The passage in 8'*1* is 
not a true parallel. If the dialogue between the two angels in 
that passage is correct in form, as we may reasonably suppose 
it is, Daniel does not intervene in any part of it. But he does 
certainly intervene in 12° here, and no doubt in 12° also. 

The man clothed in linen. The same being who is described 
in 10%, 

The wonders: i.e. nvwbpn the things prophesied in 115!~36, 
12!, The same word is used of the boastings of Antiochus in 
8%, 1196, 

127, He held up his right hand, &c. The lifting up of the 
hand as an appeal to heaven in confirmation of an oath is 
mentioned in Gen. 14??; Exod. 6°; Deut. 32*°; and in Rev. 10°, 
where the speaker is an angel as here. Here both hands are 
lifted up by the angel in confirmation of this solemn oath. 

Him that liveth for ever: i.e. ndynsn. In 424 we have the 
Aramaic equivalent xndy on. The expression is a late one, but 
it is based on a 6th cent. B.c. one: Deut. 3240 O99 ‘23N 1, 

For a time, times, and ahalf: i.e. sm) Dy Ty. Here again 
we have the Hebrew rendering of an Aramaic phrase of our 
author }Ty ybp) poy py in 725, where see note and on 84. The 
three and a half years define the limit of the reign of the 
Antichrist. 

tAnd when they have made an end of breaking in pieces the 
power of the holy people, all these things shall be ended+. We have 
here a fresh time determination, and it is entirely vague. It has 
no apparent connexion with the definite time determination just 
given by the angel, who has defined the period of evil as limited 
to three years anda half. But this is not all. The statement 
is not true in itself. The power of the holy people was not 
wholly broken in pieces, nor did our author ever expect that it 
would be. There is also a grammatical difficulty. Elsewhere 
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Furthermore, the fact that the Versions take different directions 
shows that the Hebrew text is secondary. The LXX, as Bevan 
recognized, shows the way to recover the original of the 
Hebrew version. The LXX—» ovvrédera yeupov tapécewst* aod 
ayiov kal guvredecOnoerar mdvra tTad’ra—iS SO meaningless as regards 
the first four words that Bevan reasonably regards them as 
a literal rendering, and concludes accordingly that the translator 
found yp) 1 and not 1 yp. By reading WP oy ypd 3 nidaay 
under the guidance of the LXX he arrives at the following 
clause: ‘And when the power of the shatterer of the holy 
people shall come to an end, all these things shall be ended’. 
Antiochus is to be the last of the oppressors of Israel. The 
preceding clause defines the temporal limits of the oppression: 
this clause all but names the oppressor. Bevan thus recovers 
the thought but not the form of the text. For this use of yp) 
he compares Judges 7/9; Jer. 512°. For the 7! nida3 chi Ps: 71° 
ma mb32, For 7 in the sense of power cf. Joshua 8°; Deut. 
1617; x Chron. 18%, &c. The above combination of the three 
times and a half with the oppression of Antiochus has already 
occurred in 7°—a fact which confirms Bevan’s restoration of 
the thought but not of the form! of the text. 

12°. Daniel, as living at the time of Cyrus, is represented as 
not understanding this time determination, and as therefore 
seeking more explicit information. To the readers of the book 
in the time of Antiochus the meaning of 127 (as it then stood) 
was of course quite clear. This is the usual interpretation of 
these words, but it must be confessed that it is not quite satis- 
factory that Daniel should (as in the MT) again ask ‘ What is 
the end of these things ?’ when he has already been told it most 
definitely. Thus, when in 12° he asked ‘ How long shall it be 
to the end of the wonders?’, and has in 12’ been told their 
actual duration and all but the actual name of the last oppressor 
of the Jews, he cannot reasonably again ask ‘What shall be the 
end of these things ?’ (nbx mnx MT and Th.). Driver seeks 
to get over the difficulty by representing that, whereas /? (12°) 


1 For dpéoews, which cannot be a rendering of /DJ, as Bevan assumes, is 


apparently itself a corruption of dépa(vi)oews, or even of dpavifovros. Hence read 
M9 and cf. Jer. 4% jpavicénoay (LXX)a rendering of 1¥M), or PBI) (= ‘hammer’ 
or ‘shatterer’: cf. Jer. 512°) of which 7) may be a corruption. 
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means the absolute end of a thing, n‘anX means the closing or 
latter part of it, and compares Job 8’, 421%. But the opening 
words of 12° prepare us for quite a different question. Daniel 
says ‘I heard but I did not understand’. He had heard per- 
fectly what the angel had said, but failing to understand it, he 
would naturally ask for an explanation of the angel’s words. 
On these grounds I cannot but regard the MT, which Th. 
supports, as corrupt. The translators of the LXX, Pesh., and 
Vulg. either found a different text or emended the existing one. 
The Pesh. and Vulg. = 7bx “nx nD ‘what will be after these 
things?’ This question, as it appears in Pesh. and Vulg., 
might apart from its context be reasonable enough. But it 
is inexplicable alike from what precedes and what follows. 
Daniel does not want to know what follows the 32 years of distress 
but to have further disclosures on this period, which he is 
unable to understand. But the angel in 12° definitely refuses to 
make them. Nor does the reading of the Pesh. and Vulg. 
accord with what follows; for, if 1214!% were original, which 
they are not, they would be no answer to the reading of the 
Pesh. and Vulg. Hence we must fall back on the only remaining 
authority, but happily it is the oldest and at the same time the 
most satisfactory. The LXX reads ris 9 Avo rod Adyov rovrov ; 
Daniel in these words asks the angel to explain more clearly 
the words he has just uttered. What then stands behind # dvors 
tT. Adyou tovrov? Either (1) the loan-word (ndx) ninx=‘ declaration 
(i.e. an explanation) of these things’. A\ns is found in Job 13", 
and is Aramaic both as respects its root and form (an Aram. 
Aph‘el Inf.). Or (2) there may have stood here the actual 
Aramaic 78 nNOS, which we find in 5 of our text ns nn = 
‘the solving of riddles’. Either word would serve as the original 
of the LXX and account for the two divergent forms of the 
text presupposed by the MT and Th. or the Pesh. and Vulg. 
The Hebrew translator, being perfectly acquainted with the 
meaning of this Aramaic word and knowing that the Aramaic 
verb "In (see Cowley, 30'°, 31%, &c.), had been borrowed and 
used in the Pss. and Job, allowed it to remain in his version. 
How long it maintained its place we do not know. In the 
2nd cent. A.D. at all events, if not earlier, two attempts were 
made to transform this Aramaic word into a Hebrew one: one 
survives in the MT and Th., and the other in the Pesh. and 
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Vulg., as we have seen above. Accordingly I have adopted the 
rendering of the LXX into my translation. mds nny (or minx) 
explains the corrupt MT aby nan and the nds “ans which the 
Pesh. and Vulg. presuppose. Advis bears in Classical Greek the 
meaning of ‘interpretation’: frequently in Aristotle: cf. also 
Orph. Arg. 37 onpeiov . . . Adoets. 

12°. The angel refuses to give any explanation of his oracular 
disclosures as to the things belonging to the end. They are 
not for the prophet but for the readers of the distant future. 
The same view of prophecy is expressed in 1 Peter 11°12, 

121°, This verse combines two statements already made. In 
12* the words of the book are to be shut up and sealed ‘to the 
time of the end, till the many become apostates and the earth is 
filled with iniquity (so LXX): and in 11° ‘some of them that 
be wise shall be wise so as to refine and make themselves pure 
to the time of the end’ (on basis of LXX text restored). 

Tul many refine and make themselves pure: i.e. YAVIN WAY TY, 
instead of the corrupt MT. See note on 11%. Here as in 124 
we are toinsert y (LXX éos dv) at the beginning of the sentence 
under the guidance of the LXX. Even Th. appears originally 
to have had the same conjunction, seeing that it is not possible 
otherwise to explain the subjunctives ¢x\eyaow kai éxdevkavOaow 
krA. Q™s inserts xai éws before ekkeyaow, while Q® agrees with 
LXX in reading only two verbs. 

The object of the final woes is twofold—to discipline the 
faithful so that they may come nearer their highest ideals, 
and to afford the wicked full opportunity to give full rein to their 
wickedness. 

Here the Niph‘al spny° is used reflexively just as the Hithp. 
which follows it. See Ges.-Kautzsch, § 51 ¢. 

If we omit the ‘till’, then the sense of the text is changed, and 
the duty of deliberately choosing suffering and martyrdom is 
emphasized by our author with a view to the purification of 
character. But the oldest form of the text is decidedly against 
this thought. 

None of the wicked shall understand, but they that be wise shall 
understand. The nemesis of wickedness is blindness and self- 
delusion : but the faithful shall grow in understanding. 

Daniel, who in 128 deplored his total lack of understanding, 
is here promised full understanding of the mysteries mentioned 

32€6 Z 
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by the angel in 127. Since in 12*he has been given the promise 
of everlasting life and here in 12!° a divine wisdom in all 
things that concern the Kingdom, the book naturally comes to 
aclose here. The additions in 12!~1%, though called forth by 
the emergencies of the time destroy the unity of the book, and 
contain a misuse of a Hebrew verb or else represent the author 
as forgetting his role as a writer of the sixth cent. B.c. 

Here the Book ends, and ends not with the promise of future 
blessedness to a solitary individual; for that had already been 
declared to be the guerdon of all those who had been faithful at 
a great cost (12): but with the additional promise of spiritual 
enlightenment to the divinely wise on the dark questions of 
God’s dealings with the faithful and with the world at large. 
Even in 1" the beginnings of wisdom were already given to the 
faithful. 


Two Earty ApDpDITIONS—12" and 12! 18, 


1212, Gunkel (Schépfung u. Chaos 269) was the first to 
suggest that 12!12 were two successive glosses designed to 
prolong the term of 1150 days predicted in 8'*. This suggestion 
is obviously right, and is accepted by most leading modern 
scholars. In 12° the angel definitely refused to give Daniel 
any further information on the meaning of his disclosures (so 
restored text). But the Massoretes or some earlier reviewer 
introduced quite a different sense in 12°, and thereby represent 
Daniel as again asking ‘what shall be the end of these things’. 
To this point we shall return later. In the meantime we find 
in 12"? two new and different reckonings given by the angel— 
reckonings, too, which are in direct conflict with the reckoning 
of 1150 days already furnished in 8'*. In 81 1150 days were 
to elapse, from the doing away with the daily burnt offering, 
till the cleansing of the sanctuary. These two reckonings start 
from the same date, i.e. from the removal of the daily burnt 
offering. Cf. 84, 927, 11°!. Both verses are without doubt to 
be regarded ds later additions, which were made successively 
and possibly by the author himself with a view to bringing the 
text into accord with history, by adjourning the date of the 
fulfilment of the prophecy. As such, these additions, therefore, 
must have originated about 165 8.c. Their style accords also 
with that of our author. The period mentioned in 12", i.e. 
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1290 days, is easy to explain. It obviously defines the duration 
of the 34 years. Ifin the 34 years (= 42 months = 1260 days: 
cf. Rev. 11°, 12°) we insert an intercalary month, we have 43 
months in the 34 years, and if we take these months as consisting 
of 30 days each, we arrive at the number 1r290. How the 1335 
days is to be explained otherwise than on the ground of practical 
necessity, i.e. the fact that the prediction as to the 1290 days 
had not been fulfilled, I do not see. It amounts to 45 days or 
1% months more than the 12go days. 

To return now to the relations existing between 12° and 12!,12-13, 
We have seen in the note on 128 that the reading of the Pesh. 
and Vulg., ‘What shall be after these things ?’ is a late attempt 
to make something of a corrupt text, and likewise an attempt 
which is at variance with the context. In the same note also 
we saw that the reading of the MT and Th., ‘What shall be 
the end of these things ?’ was not the question that Daniel would 
naturally put in accordance with the context, seeing that Daniel 
had already put this question in 12°, and in 12’ had received 
an answer, but in 12° confessed that he could not understand. 
What Daniel wanted to know in 12° was the meaning of the 
angel’s disclosures in 127. But owing to the additions made 
subsequently in 12'412-18 jit was recognized later in the 2nd 
cent. A.D., or shortly before, that the text in 12%° needed to be 
adapted to the additions in 12!12-13, Hence the question in 12° 
was transferred by the Massoretes—but not by the LXX nor 
the Vulg.—from Daniel to one of the angels mentioned ; and in 
12° the original question, ‘What is the interpretation of these 
(difficulties) ?’ was changed into ‘ What shall be the end of these 
things?’ These two changes helped in some degree to account 
for the addition in 12112713, 


First ApDDITION—By THE AUTHOR (?)—12". 

12", From the time, &c.: i.e, 11 NYY, For the construction 
cf. Jer. 367 ‘AIST BMD, 

And a horror that appalleth set up: i.e. nnt. Here 5 with 
the infinitive appears as a continuation of the perfect “pin 
in the preceding clause as in Aramaic jae + PAN TID, CE. 
216 for a like sequence of verbal forms but with a different nuance. 
On this sequence in Hebrew, see Driver, Hebrew Tenses § 206. 

A horror that appalleth. Cf. 8'°, 9°", 11°). 

age 
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Sreconp ADDITION—BY A SCRIBE—I2! }, 


12!2, Blessed is he that watteth. Cf. Pss. Sol. 18’. These 
verses contain a further extension of the time limit, the first 
extension having already been inserted in 1211. Thus 12 
belongs to the third edition of the Apocalypse. 

The thousand three hundred and five and thirty days. This 
term of 1335 days reappears in the Ascension of Isaiah 4”, 
from my Comm. on which I repeat the following note. In 4"? 
we read: ‘He shall bear sway three years and seven months 
and twenty-seven days.’ ‘Computed according to the Julian 
reckoning this period amounts .. . to 1335 days, the actual 
number found in Dan. 12!% and adopted therefrom by our 
writer. This period points back to the “time and times and 
half a time” in Dan. 7”, 127; Rev. 12!4; in other words, three 
and a half years. The same period is otherwise described as 
forty-two months in Rev. 112, 13°, or as 1260 days in Rev. 11°, 
12°, in which case the month was reckoned at 30 days, or as 
1290 days in Dan. 121! and in the AcaOjxn ’E¢exiov, 

‘The above three and a half years has a special significance in 
apocalyptic literature as the period of the Antichrist, or the 
period of the last and worst woes; cf. Rev. 13° 12°14, ... This 
apocalyptic period has affected ... Luke 4” and James 5)". 
For though the famine in Elijah’s time lasted, according to 
t Kings 18!, three years, it is said in Luke 47°; James 5! to 
have lasted three and a half years.’ 

121°, The book closes with words susceptible of two quite 
different interpretations. That this verse is an interpolation 
see Introd., § 14k. 

Go thou thy way. Here the MT adds yB2 ‘to the end’. But 
since both the LXX and Th. omit this phrase, and since it is 
completely otiose, seeing that a few words later we have all 
that it imports asserted in the fuller phrase on yp, I have 
excised it from the text. Bevan takes it as synonymous with 
this closing phrase. It is, therefore, tautologous. Robertson 
Smith, according to Bevan, supposed ‘that the first yp> was 
wrongly introduced by a scribe, whose eye, passing from the 
preceding 7), caught the last letters of 75525 in the second half 
of the verse’. 

Rest: i.e. in thy mind, not in the grave as in Isa. 57%, or in 
Sheol as in Job 31”. 


XII. 13 COMMENTARY 34! 


Both the LXX and Th. add here: é: yap «ciow nepas Kal dpa 
(Th. omits last two words) eis dvarAjpwow ovvtedeias, These may 
go back to the original. They imply that Daniel hopes to see 
and to share in the new kingdom of God on earth, and that in 
the flesh. Since the first edition of the book was written some 
time before the re-consecration of the Temple, such a statement 
as that in the LXX and Th. is perfectly justified. See note 
on 814, 

Shalt stand: i.e. shalt live to see and share in the coming 
kingdom and inherit thy lot therein. ‘sy thus retains its normal 
meaning in Hebrew. But, when 12"!:!2:18 was incorporated in the 
second and third editions by revisers jg! 165 B. c., and when the 
predictions they contained were not realized, then an abnormal 
and unjustifiable meaning, ‘thou shalt arise’, came of necessity 
to be attached to this verb. There is, so far as I can discover, 
no example of this meaning in Classical or late Hebrew: nor in 
Aramaic. Indeed it is not an Aramaic verb. Here the inter- 
polator abandons the author’s role as a writer in the sixth cent. 
B.C. and writes as a contemporary of the early Maccabees. 

In thy lot: i.e. the Seer’s lot in the kingdom whose advent 
was all but due. This was the original meaning of the 
words. Even St. Paul and the first generation of the Christian 
Church hoped to enter into life without passing through physical 
death. 

But when the expectations of the Seer or his revisers were 
not fulfilled a secondary meaning came to be attached to this 
phrase—‘thy lot’. After death he was to arise to share in the 
kingdom when it was established on the earth. 

End of the days: i.e. nn yp, which is not synonymous 
with op" m4nN in rol or ND NNN in 218, much less with 
yp ny ‘end of the days’, which phrases have an eschatological 
reference to the advent of the kingdom. See note on 12)° 
(Transl.). 


TRANSLATION 


SECTION I 


i.e. Chapter I i-r9, in the third year of Jehoiakim. 


I. 1-2, Jehorakim tn the third year of his reign carried captive 
to Babylon and also other members of the seed royal and of the 
nobles. 3-4, 5>, 5%, 6-7. Nebuchadnezzar orders Ashpenaz to 
educate certain noble Jewish youths as pages for the king’s service, 
whom Ashpenaz renamed. 8-17. Daniel and his companions 
out of loyalty to the Law refused the food assigned by the king, 
and on a diet of pulse and water proved their superiority physically, 
mentally, and spiritually to the other youths who accepted the royal 
regimen. 18-19. When brought before the king, he found none 
like them, and so they served as pages in the Court of the king. 


I. In the third year of the reign of Jehoiakim king of Judah 
came Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon unto Jerusalem 
2 and besieged it. And the Lord gave Jehoiakim king of 
Judah into his hand. And part of (the seed royal and 
of the nobles and part of)! the vessels of the house of God 
he carried into the land of Shinar:? but the vessels he 
3 brought into the treasure-house of his god. And the 
king commanded tAshpenazt the master of his eunuchs, 
that he should bring in certain of the children of ‘the 
4 exiles of! Israel both of the seed royal and of the nobles ; 
youths in whom was no blemish, but well favoured and 
skilful in all kinds of wisdom, ‘and literature!,* and cun- 
ning in knowledge, and understanding science, and such 
as had ability to stand in the king’s palace; and that 
he should teach them the literature and the tongue of 
5» the Chaldeans: *And that he should nourish them for 


1 Context requires the restoration of these words, lost through homoio- 
teleuton. See Comm. p. 7 sq. 

2 MT adds against Syr4 and context ‘to the house of his god’. 

3 Restored from Th (and LXX here corrupt). See Comm. p, 12. 

4 Restored from LXX: cf. 11%, 
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three years, that at the end thereof they should stand 
before the king. And the king appointed for them a daily 
portion of the king’s meat, and of the wine which he drank.* 
Now amongst these were, of the children of Judah, Daniel, 
Hananiah, Mishael, and Azariah. And the prince of the 
eunuchs gave names unto them: unto Daniel (the name 
of) Belteshazzar ; and to Hananiah (of) Shadrach; and 
to Mishael, (of) Meshach; and to Azariah, (of) Abed-nebo.? 
But Daniel purposed in his heart that he would not defile 
himself with the king’s meat, nor with the wine which he 
drank: therefore he requested the prince of the eunuchs 
that he might not defile himself. Now God made Daniel 
to find favour and compassion in the sight of the prince 
of the eunuchs. And the prince of the eunuchs said unto 
Daniel, I fear my lord the king, who hath appointed your 
meat and your drink: lest he should see your faces worse- 
liking than the youths that are of your own age and so ye 
should make my head forfeit to the king. Then said 
Daniel to tthe Melzart ‘the prince of the eunuchs who 
had been appointed!* over Daniel, Hananiah, Mishael, 
and Azariah: Prove thy servants, I beseech thee, ten 
days; and let them give us pulse to eat, and water to 
drink. Then let our countenances be looked upon before 
thee, and the countenances of the youths that eat of the 
king’s meat; and as thou seest deal with thy servants. 
So he hearkened unto them in this matter, and proved 
them ten days. And at the end of the ten days their 
countenances appeared fairer, and they were fatter in 
flesh, than all the youths which did eat of the king’s meat. 
So tthe Melzart kept taking away their meat, and the 
wine that they should drink, and gave them pulse. Now 
as for these four youths, God gave them knowledge and 
skill in all literature and wisdom : and Daniel had under- 
standing in every kind of vision and dreams. And at the 
end of the days on which the king had commanded to 
bring them in, the prince of the eunuchs brought them in 


" With Marti I have transposed 5" before 5°. This change regularizes the 
grammar and improves the sense. 


2 
3 


Text reads Abed-nego—an obvious corruption of Abed-nebo. 
So LXX. MT reads ‘whom the prince of the eunuchs had appointed’, 
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19 before Nebuchadnezzar. And the king spake with them ; 
and among them all was found none like Daniel, Hananiah, 
Mishael, and Azariah: therefore stood they before the 
king.? 


SECTION, Il 


1.e. Chapter II 1-49*, I 20-21, II 49”, in the second year 
of Nebuchadnezzar. 


II. 1-2. Troubled by a dream Nebuchadnezzar summons his wise 
men to make known to him his dream and its interpretation. 
3-11. They reply that they are ready to interpret the dream, if 
the king makes it known to them, but that they cannot meet both 
demands. 12-16. Thereupon the king orders them to be slain, 
but at the request of Daniel, who with his companions belonged to 
the guild of the wise men, the decree is stayed and Daniel promises 
to meet the demands of theking. 17-23. In answer to the prayers 
of Daniel and his companions the secret is revealed to him and 
thanksgivings are offered to God. 24-30. Daniel is brought at 
his own request before the king and declares his readtness to make 
known both the dream and its interpretation. 31-5. The dream. 
36-45. Its interpretation. 46-7. Homage rendered by the 
king to Daniel. 48-98, I. 20-1, II. 49%. Daniel made chief 
governor over all the wise men of Babylon. Since Daniel owed 
so much to the tntercessions of his three brethren, he requests the 
king to reward them also. The king does so and, setting them 
over the affairs of the province of Babylon, finds them ten times 
wiser than all the other wise men of his realm. Daniel appointed 
to be the chief governor next to the king. 


II. And in the second year of the reign of Nebuchadnezzar, 
Nebuchadnezzar dreamed dreams: and his spirit was 

2 troubled, and his sleep brake from” him. Then the king 
commanded to call the magicians, and the enchanters, and 

the sorcerers, and the Chaldeans for to tell the king his 
dreams. So they came in and stood before the king. 


1 J have restored 12°-1 to their original context after 249", See Comm, 
PP- 52-4- . 

2 So with other scholars I have restored the text as in 61998), Sym. 
renders both passages alike. MT has ‘was done for’—very questionable 
Hebrew. See p. 26 sq. 
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3 And the king said unto them, I have dreamed a dream, 
4 and my spirit is troubled to know the dream. Then spake 
the Chaldeans to the king and said,! O king, live for ever : 
tell thy servants the dream, and we will show the inter- 
5 pretation. The king answered and said to the Chaldeans 
the thing tis gonet? from me: if ye make not known unto 
me the dream and the interpretation thereof, ye shall be 
cut in pieces, and “your houses* be made a dunghill.* 
6 But if ye declare the dream and the interpretation thereof, 
ye shall receive of me gifts and rewards and great honour : 
therefore declare me the dream and the interpretation 
7 thereof. They answered the second time and said, Let 
the king tell his servants the dream, and so will we show 
8 the interpretation. The king answered and said I know 
of a certainty that ye would gain time, because ye see the 
9 word from me is sure: That if ye do not make known 
unto me the dream, the judgement upon you is inevitable: 
for lying and corrupt words ye have concerted to speak 
before me, till the time be changed: therefore tell me the 
dream, and so | shall know that ye can show me the 
Io interpretation thereof. ‘The Chaldeans answered before 
the king and said, there is not a man upon the earth that 
can show the king’s matter: forasmuch as no king, be 
he never so great and mighty, hath asked such a thing of 
II any magician, or enchanter, or Chaldean. And it is a 
difficult thing that the king requireth, and there is none 
other that can show it before the king, except the gods, 
t2 whose dwelling is not with flesh. For this cause the 
king was angry and very furious, and issued a command- 


' So Haupt, Kamphausen, Marti, &c., emend the corrupt MT text ‘in 
Aramaic’. See p. 28 sq. 

* Better render ‘the thing from me is sure’, i.e. shall certainly be carried 
out. See p. 30 sq. 

* So MT, but the LXX ‘your possessions be confiscated to the crown’. 
Here the LXX is supported by the Vulg. See p. 31. The same rendering 
is given in 3”° i.e, 1) oiKia abrod SnuevOqoera and in Ezra 6", both by the 
LXX and Vulg., though in slightly different words, and again in r Esdras 6° 
Ta UrapxovTa adTod eivac BactAuKd. In 25, 329 of our text Th. renders ‘your 
houses will be destroyed (S:aprayjnoovra)’. Jensen, K.B., vi. 363 suggests 
that vy) (y9) is a word from the Assyrian namdlu (nawdlu) ‘ruin’, The 
text is uncertain. 
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13 ment to destroy all the wise men of Babylon; So the 
decree went forth that the wise men should be slain; and 
‘Daniel and his companions were sought to be slain™! 

14 Then Daniel returned answer with counsel and prudence 
to Arioch the captain of the king’s guard who had gone 

15 forth to slay the wise men of Babylon. He answered 
and said to Arioch the king’s captain, Wherefore is the 
decree from the king so severe ? Then Arioch made the 

16 thing known unto Daniel.’ And Daniel went in and im- 
plored the king to give him time, and so he would make 
it his task to show the king the interpretation.? 

17 Then Daniel went to his house and made the thing known 

18 to Hananiah, Mishael, and Azariah, his companions: and 
“so they made it their task ® to implore compassion from 
the God of heaven concerning this secret; that Daniel 
and his companions should not perish with the rest of 

1g the wise men of Babylon. Then was the secret revealed 
unto Daniel “in a vision on that self-same night.4 Then 


1 So LXX and Vulg. See p.34. The MT has aconflation of constructions : 
‘sought Daniel and his companions to be slain’. Th. and Pesh. have the 
active construction: ‘sought Daniel and his companions to slay (them) ’. 

2 In my note on this verse I have rendered this clause ‘and (so) it would 
be his task to show’, But the rendering above reproduces the peculiar 
idiom sind NW5) in the text with sufficient accuracy. The idiom 
expresses intention ‘and so he would show’. Here the} = ‘and so’ as in 
24, 9, 24,49 62. FYI is never followed by 5 and the Inf. in Ezra or Daniel, but 
Dyan Clean”, 

3 In my note I have followed the MT and sought to make the best of 
a very difficult construction, and to bring it into line with the same idiom in 
216. But the idiom in 216 follows after a request, whereas in 218 it follows 
after a simple statement of fact. Now our author uses } to express an 
intention: after a command in 23%, 5°, 6%, or after a request 2*9, in which 
case it can be rendered ‘that’, but apparently not after a mere statement of 
fact. The LXX reads kal mapyyyede ... (ytioca i.e. NYT... VON) 
‘and bade (them) ... implore’. In 3 where mapayyéAdAw recurs in the LAX 
it isa rendering of WON, See Introd. § 20, ¢. 

4So LXX ey dpépar & adrh 7H verti = dS AQ NMI. This is a 
familiar idiom in our author. Observe also how forcible this text is. Daniel 
and his companions receive an immediate answer to their prayer, whereas in 
ro!® owing to strife between the angelic patrons of the nations the vision is 
delayed three weeks. We cannot conceive the translator recasting the text in 
this fashion. In 7? there isa parallel expression vby5 DY Nin (MT, Vulg, 
where the LXX and Pesh. have the ordinary expression ‘in a vision of the 
night’. Th. omits the phrase). But in 77(LXX, Pesh., Vulg.: Th. omits), ' 
(LXX, Th., Vulg.: Pesh. omits) the ordinary expression ‘in a vision of the 


348 


20 


21 


22 


=s 


24. 


a) 


26 


27 


28 


THE BOOK OF DANIEL II. 19- 


Daniel blessed the God of heaven. Daniel answered and 
said, 


Blessed be the name of God 
From everlasting to everlasting ; 
For wisdom and might are his: 


And he changeth the seasons and the times: 

He removeth kings and setteth up kings: 

He giveth wisdom unto the wise, 

And knowledge to them that know understanding. 


He revealeth the deep and secret things: 
He knoweth what is in darkness, 
And the light dwelleth with him. 


I thank and praise thee, O thou God of my fathers, 

Who hast given me wisdom and insight? 

And hast now made known unto me what we besought 
of thee ; 

For thou hast made known unto us the king’s matter. 


Therefore Daniel went in unto Arioch, whom the king 
had appointed to destroy the wise men of Babylon,” and 
said thus unto him ; Destroy not the wise men of Babylon : 
bring me in before the king, and so I will show unto the 
king the interpretation. 

Then Arioch brought in Daniel before the king in haste, 
and said thus unto him, I have found a man of the children 
of the exiles of Judaea that will make known unto the 
king the interpretation. The king answered and said to 
Daniel, named Belteshazzar, Art thou able to make known 
unto me the dream which I have seen, and the interpreta- 
tion thereof? Daniel answered before the king and said, 
The secret which the king hath demanded, it is not wise 
men, enchanters, magicians, or determiners, that can show 
(it) unto the king; but there is a God in heaven that 


night’ appears to be original. Our author thus appears to use two forms to 
express this thought but never the third which the MT has in 7% 18 ‘in the 
night visions’ cross tN). Moreover the context is against the plural. 
7 contains but one vision, not a series of visions, 

' So LXX ¢pévyow, as the context also requires. MT reads ‘might’. 
See note on p. 38. 

* MT and Pesh, add ‘he went’ against LXX, Th., and Vulg. 
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revealeth secrets, and he hath made known unto the king 
29 Nebuchadnezzar what shall be in the latter days. As for 
thee, O king, Thy thoughts came (into thy heart)! upon 
thy bed, as to what should come to pass hereafter: and 
he that revealeth secrets hath made known to thee what 
30 shall come to pass. But as for me, this secret is not 
revealed to me for any wisdom that I have more than any 
living, but to the intent that the interpretation may be 
made known to the king, and that thou mayest know the 
the thoughts of thy heart. [Thy dream and the visions 
of thy head upon thy bed, are these ].? 
31 Thou, O king, sawest, and behold a great image. This 
image was great and its brightness was excellent: it stood 
32 before thee ; and the aspect thereof was terrible. As for 
this image, his head was of fine gold, his breast and his 
33 arms of silver, his belly and his thighs of brass, his legs 
34 of iron, his feet part of iron and part of clay. Thou 
sawest till the stone was cut out ‘from a mountain!® 
without hands, which smote the image upon his feet 
that were of iron and clay, and broke them in pieces. 
35 Then was the “clay, the iron,’ the brass, the silver and the 
gold, broken in pieces together, and became like the chaff 
of the summer threshing-floors ; and the wind carried them 
away, that no place was found for them: and the stone 
that smote the image became a great mountain, and filled 
36 the whole earth. This is the dream ; and we will tell the 
37 interpretation thereof before the king. Thou, O king, 
art the king of kings, unto whom the God of heaven hath 
given the kingdom, the power, and the strength, and the 
38 glory; and wheresoever the children of men dwell, the 
beasts of the field and the fowls of the heaven hath he 


[<) 


28 


1 Restored. See note, p. 41 sq. 

2 I have restored this clause to its natural position if it belongs to the 
original at all. It is omitted by the LXX. In any case it is wrongly read 
at the close of 22°, It is noteworthy that neither here nor in 4? ©); 70), 
7); 15 does the LXX contain the non-Semitic expression (see Comm., p. 42) 
‘visions of the head’. 42% 6»),7 40 occur in the large interpolation 42> ©)—7 (10), 

3 Restored with LXX, Th., Josephus, and 2*° where in the text definite 
mention of ‘ the mountain’ presupposes the prior occurrence of the indefinite 
phrase ‘a mountain’. So Justin, Dial. 7o. 

4 So the order in Th., whereas MT, LXX, Vulg., read ‘the iron, the 
clay’ wholly against the sense of the context. See 21. 
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given into thine hand, and hath made thee to rule over 
39 them all: thou art the head of gold. And after thee shall 
arise another kingdom inferior to thee; and another, 
a third kingdom of brass, which shall bear rule over all 
4o the earth. And the fourth kingdom shall be strong as 
iron: forasmuch as iron breaketh in pieces and shattereth 
all things ! so shall it break in pieces and crush ‘the whole 
41 earth'2 And whereas thou sawest the feet and toes, part 
of potter’s clay, and part of iron, it shall be a divided 
kingdom ; but there shall be in it the strength of the iron, 
forasmuch as thou sawest the iron mixed with miry clay. 
42 And as the toes of the feet were part of iron, and part of 
clay, so the kingdom shall be partly strong and partly 
43 broken. And whereas thou sawest the iron mixed with 
miry clay they shall mingle themselves with the seed of 
men, but they shall not cleave one to another, even as 
44 iron doth not mingle with clay. And in the days of those 
kings shall the God of heaven set up a kingdom, which shall 
never be destroyed, nor shall the sovereignty thereof be 
left to another people ; but it shall break in pieces and 
consume all these kingdoms, and it shall stand for ever. 
45 Forasmuch as thou sawest that a stone was cut out of the 
mountain without hands, and that it broke in pieces the 
clay, the iron, the brass, the silver, and the gold; a great 
God hath made known to the king what shall come to 
pass hereafter: and the dream is certain, and the inter- 
46 pretation thereof sure. Then the king Nebuchadnezzar 
fell upon his face, and worshipped Daniel, and com- 
manded that they should offer an oblation and sweet 
47 odours unto him. The king answered unto Daniel, and 
said, Of a truth your God is °a God of gods* and a Lord of 
kings, and a revealer of secrets, seeing that thou hast 


‘ MT adds a dittograph on the preceding words: ‘and as iron that 
crusheth’, LXX defective and corrupt. See note on p. 47. 

* On this phrase see note on p. 47 seq. Supplied from the LXX: ef. 7°. 
MT reads corruptly ‘forasmuch as iron breaketh in pieces and shattereth all 
things : and as iron that crusheth all these, shall it break in pieces and crush’, 

* Not to be rendered ‘the God of gods’, The emphatic forms are not 
used. Daniel accommodates his words to the views of Nebuchadnezzar. 
See note on 1r°¢ (Transl.) where the Hebrew repeats the same indefinite 
phrase ‘a God of gods’. In 2*5 we have the unemphatic phrase ‘a great 
God’—not ‘the great God’ as the R.V. renders. 
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48 been able to reveal this secret. Then the king made 
Daniel great, and gave him many great gifts, and made 
him to rule over the whole province of Babylon, and to 
be chief governor over all the wise men of Babylon. 

49* And Daniel requested the king to appoint! Shadrach, 
Meshach, and Abed-nebo over the affairs of the province 

1.20 of Babylon. And in every matter of wisdom and under- 
standing, concerning which the king inquired of them, he 
found them ten times better than all the magicians and 

21 enchanters that were in all his realm.2. *And Daniel 

II. 49» continued unto the first year of Cyrus the king.* But 
Daniel was in the gate of the king. 


SECTION Wi 


i.e. Chapter III. 1-30, in the eighteenth year of 
Nebuchadnezzar. 


III. 1-7. In his exghteenth year Nebuchadnezzar dedicates a 
golden image to do honour to his god and to celebrate his con- 
quests from India to Ethiopia—including the conquest of Jeru- 
salem in this year (see p. 56 seq.), and summons the rulers of 
all the sulject states to worship the image. 8-12. Shadrach, 
Meshach, and Abed-nebo accused before the king of refusing to 
render this worship. 13-18. Despite the king’s threats they 
maintain their loyalty to the God of Israel. 19-27. Therefore 
they are cast into the burning fiery furnace, but are delwered 
unharmed therefrom. 28-30. The king then recognizes them as 
servants of the Most High God and issues a decree against any 
nation that speaks against their God. 


III. x ‘In the eighteenth year'* Nebuchadnezzar the king, 
‘when he had brought under his rule cities and provinces 
and all that dwell upon the earth from India to Ethiopia!,® 


1 Literally ‘requested the king and he appointed’. This Aramaic idiom 
where the following coordinate clause expresses the fulfilment of the request 
or command in the preceding clause recurs in 5%, 6% 1%, See notes on 
216, 18, 

2 On the necessity of transferring 12°-®! to their original position here, 
see p. 52 Seq. 

3 This is probably a later addition. 

4 Restored to text in accordance with LXX and Th. 

5 Restored from LXX. These clauses supply the reason for the erection 
of the great image by the king. 
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made an image of gold, whose height was threescore 
cubits, and the breadth thereof six cubits: he set it up in 
the plain of Dura, in the province of Babylon. Then 
Nebuchadnezzar sent to gather together the satraps, the 
deputies, and the governors, the judges, tthe treasurerst,’ 
the counsellors, the sheriffs, and all the rulers of the 
provinces, to come to the dedication of the image which 
Nebuchadnezzar the king had set up. Then the satraps, 
the deputies, and the governors, the judges, tthe trea- 
surerst,! the counsellors, the sheriffs, and all the rulers 
of the provinces were gathered together unto the dedica- 
tion of the image that Nebuchadnezzar the king had set 
up. Then the herald cried aloud, To you it is commanded, 
O peoples, nations, and languages, that at what time ye 
hear the sound of the cornet, pipe, harp, sackbut, psaltery, 
dulcimer, and all kinds of music, ye fall down and worship 
the golden image that Nebuchadnezzar the king hath set 
up: But whoso falleth not down and worshippeth shall 
the same hour be cast into the midst of a burning fiery 
furnace. 

Therefore at that time, when all the peoples heard the 
sound of the cornet, pipe, harp, sackbut, psaltery, and all 
kinds of music, all the peoples, the nations, and the lan- 
guages fell down and worshipped the golden image that 
Nebuchadnezzar the king had set up. Wherefore at that 
time certain Chaldeans came near, and brought accusation 
against the Jews. They answered and said?: O king, 
live for ever. Thou, O king, hast made a decree that 
every man that shall hear the sound of the cornet, pipe, 
harp, sackbut, psaltery, and dulcimer and all kinds of 
music, shall fall down and worship the golden image: 
and whoso falleth not down and worshippeth shall be 
cast into the midst of a burning fiery furnace. There are 
certain Jews whom thou hast appointed over the affairs 
of the province of Babylon, Shadrach, Meshach, and 


' Rejected by many scholars on various grounds. See p. 62. 

° MT and all versions but the LXX (Th. is defective) add ‘to Nebuchad- 
nezzar the king’, but the idiom of our author requires ‘ before’ and not ‘ to’ 
where a Divine or semi-divine being is addressed. See p. 65; also 
Introd., § 20. w. 
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Abed-nebo; these men, O king*, have not hearkened unto 
thy decree:1 they serve not ‘thy god’,? nor worship the 
13 golden image which thou hast set up. Then Nebuchad- 
nezzar in his rage and fury commanded to bring Shadrach, 
Meshach, and Abed-nebo. Then these men were brought 
14 before the king. Nebuchadnezzar answered and said 
unto them, Is it true? O Shadrach, Meshach and Abed- 
nebo that ye serve not my god, nor worship the golden 
15 image which I have set up? Now if ye be ready at what 
time ye hear the sound of the cornet, pipe, harp, sackbut, 
psaltery, and dulcimer, and all kinds of music to fall down 
and worship the image which I have made (well): but if 
ye worship not, ye shall be cast the same hour into the 


1 So with Th. (and also LXX and Vulg.) we should read x35 syow xb 
soynd and not as the MT ‘have not regarded thee’. See p. 66 sq. 

2'So Qr. BON? i.e. Bel. (Kz. yds) : so also read in 34. In 34 read 
dud with Erfurt MS. (MT dx) : (oe ve DN. Next in 456 15 51 my4 
Pomp pabx = ‘spirit of the holy gods’. Here Nebuchadnezzar speaks as 
an idolator. (Grotius, Driver, Behrmann, Marti, &c.). But Montgomery 
(p. 153), maintains that PS means ‘god’ and not ‘gods’, and quotes 
Sachau’s edition of the Ayam. Pap., i.e. Ah. 126 (where the plural has a sing. 
verb). But Cowley always takes bx (whether in its absolute, construct, or 
emphatic forms) as a plural, and adopts Perles’ suggestion that, in this soli- 
tary case out of twenty or more, sonbs is a corruption of xmbe. Mont- 
gomery quotes the Phoenician inscription of Eshmunazar (fourth to third cent. 
Bic ClS. bY o2bxn, which (p. 227) he recognizes as poly- 
theistic), yet he refers to Ah. 115 (Cowley) as supporting the sing. meaning 
of TON and claims Lidzbarski, EpA. iii. 255 and Epstein as maintaining 
the same view, though he does not quote the Aramaic phrase. But Lidzbarski, 
Epstein, and Cowley agree in rendering this word asa plural: the first of the 
three translating mds DN by ‘gotterliebend’, Ndldeke, Epstein, and 
Cowley by ‘beloved of (the) gods’. Similarly in 3% ynbx A means ‘son 
of the gods’. Montgomery finds that the plural 7/éni‘ gods’ is used as a sing. 
in Akkadian, and tries to trace the like supposed use. But this fact still further 
strengthens the grounds for taking mox as a pl., seeing that in Ah., which 
was translated into Aramaic under Akkadian influences, the word is always, 
save in one corrupt passage, i.e.1. 115, treated asa pl. Bauer and Leander, 


Gram. d. Biblisch. Aram., p. 305, writes : ‘ Hier bedeutet imbx und sonbs 

immer ‘‘(die) Gétter”’, nur 61% *1 hat eine Lesart (unrichtig) yds =e deln 

Gott” ’. Ginsburg in both these passages reads the sing. form snbx and xmbe. 
3 See note on p. 67, where Lidzbarski is quoted as showing that NT¥7 

(‘true’) is an Aramaic word and not of Persian origin. 

3266 Ada 
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midst of a burning fiery furnace ; and what god is there 
16 that can deliver you out of my hands? Shadrach, 
Meshach, and Abed-nebo answered and said to ‘king 
Nebuchadnezzar,! We have no need to answer thee in this . 
17 matter. ‘For!? there is aGod whom we serve who is able 
18 to deliver us from the burning fiery furnace; and he will 
deliver us out of thine hands, O king.? But if not, be it 
known unto thee, O king, that we will not serve thy god, 
nor worship the golden image which thou hast set up. 
19 Then was Nebuchadnezzar filled with fury; and the form 
of his visage was changed against Shadrach, Meshach, 
and Abed-nebo: (wherefore) he spake and commanded 
that they should heat the furnace seven times more than 
20 it was wont to be heated. And he commanded certain 
mighty men that were in his army to bind Shadrach, 
Meshach, and Abed-nebo, (and)* to cast them into the 
21 burning fiery furnace. Then these men were bound in 
their mantles, their trousers, and their hats, and their 
other garments, and were cast into the burning fiery 
22 furnace. Therefore, because the king’s commandment 
was urgent and the furnace exceeding hot, the flame of 
the fire slew those men that took up Shadrach, Meshach, 
24 and Abed-nebo.® Then Nebuchadnezzar was alarmed, 
and rose up in haste: he spake and said unto his coun- 
sellors, Did we not cast three men bound into the midst 
25 of the fire? They answered and said tuntot ° the king, 
True, O king. He answered and said, Lo, I see four 
men loose, walking in the midst of the fire, and they have 
no hurt; and the aspect of the fourth is like a son of the 


' I have followed the LXX, Th., and Vulg. in connecting the two words 
‘King Nebuchadnezzar’. The MT separates them ‘to the king: O Nebuchad- 
nezzar ’. 

* So LXX, Th., Pesh., Vulg. The MT reads corruptly ‘if’ and spoils 
the force ofthe reply of the three Confessors. See p. 68 sqq. 

% So LXX, Th., Pesh., Vulg. MT reads ‘hand’. 

* Restored on Marti’s suggestion. See p. 71. 

5 The MT adds here against the LXX and the context ‘And these three 
men Shadrach, Meshach, and Abed-nebo, fell down bound into the midst of 
the fiery furnace’. Seeing that they were ‘hurled’ into the furnace, it is 
more than gratuitous to add that they ‘fell down bound’. See p- 72 sqq. 

® Here our author's usage requires ‘before’. See Introd., § 20. 
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26 gods. Then Nebuchadnezzar came near to the mouth of 
the burning fiery furnace: he spake, and said, Shadrach, 
Meshach, and Abed-nebo, ye servants of the Most High 
God, come forth, and come hither. Then Shadrach, 
Meshach, and Abed-nebo came forth out of the midst of 

27 the fire. And the satraps, the deputies, and the governors, 
and the king’s counsellors, being gathered together, saw 
these men, that the fire had no power upon their bodies, 
nor was the hair of their head singed, neither were their 
mantles changed, nor had the smell of fire passed on 

28 them. Nebuchadnezzar answered, and said, Blessed be 
the God of Shadrach, Meshach, and Abed-nebo, who 
hath sent his angel, and delivered his servants that trusted 
in him, and have changed the king’s word, and have 
yielded their bodies ‘to the fire’! that they might not 
serve nor worship any other god except their own God. 

29 Therefore, I make a decree that every people, nation, 
and language which shall speak anything amiss against 
the God of Shadrach, Meshach, and Abed-nebo, shall be 
cut in pieces, and their houses shall be made a dunghill : 
because there is no other god that is able to deliver after 

30 this sort. Then the king caused Shadrach, Meshach, 
and Abed-nebo to prosper in the province of Babylon. 


SECTION IV 


i.e. Chapter IV and III. 31-3, in the eighteenth year of 
Nebuchadnezzar—the same year of his imperial con- 
quests—the nemesis following quickly on the heels of 
his self-glorification. 


-IV. 1-2. Nebuchadnezzar in the midst of his prosperity has a 
dream, which 7» (10>)-15 (18) he recounts and requests Daniel, 
the chief of his wise men to interpret. 16 (19)-25 (28). Daniel 
gives the interpretation. 26 (29)-30 (33). Lts fulfilment within a 
year. 31 (34)-34 (37). The king’s repentance and restoration. 
[ Here the text has been so drastically revised that the recovery of 
its original form ts impossible, though the substance may be 
accepted as trustworthy]. 111. 31-33 (MT=LXX iv. 34 c) The 
hing’s Edict—closing the section as tn III. and VI. 


1 Restored from LXX and Th. Ct. 1 Cor. 13°. 
JX ah, Pe 
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IV. 1 (4) "In the eighteenth year of his reign'* Nebuchadnezzar 

said: I Nebuchadnezzar was at rest in mine house, and 

2(5) flourishing in my palace. I saw a dream which made me 
afraid; and ‘fear fell upon me.” 


7» (10%) Upon my bed I saw and behold a tree in the midst of 
the earth, 

[And the height thereof was great :]* 

8(z11) And the tree grew and became strong, 
And the height thereof began to reach unto heaven 
And the sight thereof to the end of all the earth. 

g (12) The leaves thereof were fair and the fruit thereof much 
[And in it was meat for all:]|* 


1 This note of time is preserved only by the LXX. It is in keeping with 
our author’s method throughout the book. Seenoteon 3!: also Introd., § 4. a-e. 
2 Restored from LXX: IV. 2-7? (55-10%). The MT and the Versions de- 
pendent on it make the following interpolation which ts omitted by the LXX and 
contains idioms at variance with our author's usage, to which attention is drawn 
in the notes on pp. 79-82, 87-9. Observe the flagrant misuse of ‘before’ in 
4‘ :5(8) ad fin. The interpolator or redactor has also thrown the text into confu- 
sion by abandoning the order of events observed in chapters 3 and 6, in both of 
which the prescripts of the king are preceded by a large body of narrative. The 
LXX which knows nothing of 42-17% ©b-10%) preserves the original order of the 
text, according to which the king in his difficulty at once consulted Daniel, g\ (8), 
and not first Daniel's subordinates and then Daniel. Again the LXX preserves 
the narrative form and adds the imperial prescript at the end of the chapter as 
in 3 and 6, whereas the MT atiempts to cast the entire chapter into the form of 
a prescript, but the redactor carelessly forgets in g\% 25-80 (19, 28 se@9-) to transform 
the narrative form in the third person into that of the prescript form in the first. 
IV. 2°—7* (5?-10*). 2? (5>) And thoughts upon my bed and the visions of my 
head troubled me. 
3 (6) Therefore made I a decree to bring in all the wise men of Babylon 
before me, that they might make known unto me the interpretation ot 
4 (7) the dream, Then came in the magicians, the enchanters, the Chaldeans, 
and the soothsayers: and I told the dream before them; but they did 
5 (8) not make known unto me the interpretation thereof. But +at the last 
Daniel came in before me, whose name was Belteshazzar, according to 
the name of my god, and in whom is the spirit of the holy gods: and I 
6 (g) told the dream before him: O Belteshazzar, master of the magicians, 
because I myself know that the spirit of the holy gods is in thee, and no 
7 (10) secret troubleth thee, "hear'* the visions of my dream that I have seen, 
and tell the interpretation thereof. And the visions of my head. 


5 Bracketed as a dittograph of 8 (11) y. <A gloss from 418 @D, 
‘ Bracketed as a dittograph of 9 (12) «. 


* Here with Th. I insert ‘hear’, i.e. dovcoy (= POW). Even the inter- 
polator of 45-7" 6-108) could not make the author represent the king as 
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The beasts of the field were sheltering under it, 
And the fowls of the heaven dwelling in the branches 
thereof, 


And all flesh was being fed of it. 


10 (13) I saw* in the vision! of my head upon my bed and 
behold a watcher, even a holy one, came down from 
t1(t4) heaven. He cried aloud and said thus, 


Hew down the tree and cut off his branches 
Shake off his leaves, and scatter his fruit: 
Let the beasts get away from under it, 

And the fowls from his branches. 


12 (15) Nevertheless leave the stump of his roots in the earth, 
Even with a band of iron and brass, in the tender grass 
of the field, 
And let it be wet with the dew of heaven, 
And let his portion be with the beasts in the grass of 
the earth: 


13(16) Let his heart be changed from man’s, 
And let a beast’s heart be given unto him; 
And let seven times pass over him. 


14.(17) The sentence is by the decree of the watchers, and by 
the word of the holy ones is the decision,” to the intent 
that the living may know that the Most High ruleth in 
the kingdom of men, and giveth it to whomsoever he will, 
and setteth up over it the lowliest of men. 


1 So Th. LXX reads ‘ in my vision’ (?) (é¢v 7@ tmvw pov) : MT, Pesh., and 
Vulg. corruptly ‘in the visions (‘‘ vision’? Pesh, and Vulg.) of my head 
upon my bed’—from the same hand as 4?>(5>) apparently. Perhaps the 
LXX is simply an abbreviation of the text preserved by Th. Cf. LXX 7} 
for a like use of imvos. See § 14. f, 

2 Montgomery (p. 237) appears to be right in assigning this meaning to 
xndxv. He compares 7°3°4 noxw in the Targ. of Jer. 12! where it 
renders DXOHWHD. Its parallel above NDIMND ‘decree’ supports this ren- 
dering. 


requiring Belteshazzar to tell him the dream in 47* (°* seeing that the king 
begins forthwith in the next clause, 41°, to recount his dream. See p. 89. 
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LXX (see MT in foot-note). 


15(18)1 was greatly alarmed at these things and my sleep 
departed from my eyes. And I rose up early from my 
bed and called Daniel, the chief of the wise men and the 
master of the interpreters of dreams. And I told him the 
dream and he made known to me all its interpretation." 

16(19) Then Daniel, whose name was Belteshazzar, was appalled 
for a while, and his thoughts alarmed him. The king 
answered and said, Belteshazzar, let not the dream or the 
interpretation alarm thee. Belteshazzar answered and 
said, My lord, the dream be to them that hate thee, and 
the interpretation to thine adversaries. 

17 (20) The tree which thou sawest, which grew and became 
strong, whose height began to reach unto heaven, and the 

18 (21) sight thereof to all the earth ; whose leaves were fair and 
and the fruit thereof much, and in it was meat for all; 
under which the beasts of the field were dwelling and 
upon which the fowls of heaven were having their habita- 

19 (22) tion: it is thou, O king, that art grown and become strong ; 
for thy greatness is grown, and hath reached unto heaven, 

20(23) and thy dominion unto the end of the earth. And whereas 
the king saw a watcher, even an holy one, coming down 
from heaven, and saying, Hew down the tree, and destroy 
it; nevertheless leave the stump of the roots thereof in 
the earth, even with a band of iron and brass, in the tender 
grass of the field ; and let it be wet with the dew of heaven, 
and let his portion be with the beasts of the field, till seven 

21 (24)times pass over him; this is the interpretation, O king, 
it is the decree of the Most High, which is come upon my 


1 For 415 (8) ] have given a rendering of the LXX. The MT reads as 
follows : ‘This dream I King Nebuchadnezzar have seen : and thou, O Belte- 
shazzar, declare the interpretation; forasmuch as all the wise men of my 
kingdom are not able to make known unto me the interpretation ; but thou 
art able, for the spirit of the holy gods is in thee’. 

On p. 93 I have shown that the MT here stands or falls with 42>-78 (5b-10a) | 
It contains the form xobn m7 ‘this dream’ a solecism in our author who 
elsewhere always places this pronoun after its noun (11 times), Further it 
contains another example of the late order ‘ King Nebuchadnezzar’ instead 
of ‘Nebuchadnezzar the King’. Here, however, it may be the Massoretes 
to whom this late order of the words is due, since the Pesh. and Vulg. 
support the older order ; 
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22(25) lord the king: that thou shalt be driven from men, and 
thy dwelling shall be with the beasts of the field, and thou 
shalt be made to eat grass as oxen, and shalt be wet with 
the dew of heaven, and seven times shall pass over thee ; 
until thou know that the Most High ruleth in the kingdom 

23 (26) of men, and giveth it to whomsoever he will. And whereas 
commandment was given to leave the stump of the tree 
roots; thy kingdom shall be sure unto thee, after that 

24 (27) thou shalt have known that the heavens do rule. Where- 
fore, O king, let my counsel be acceptable unto thee, and 
break off thy sins by righteousness, and thine iniquities 
by showing mercy to the poor ; if there may be a lengthen- 

25 (28) ing of thy tranquillity. All this came upon Nebuchadnezzar 

26(29)the King.' At the end of twelve months he was walking 

27(30)on the roof of the royal palace of Babylon. The king 
answered, Is not this great Babylon, which I have built 
for a royal dwelling place, for the might of my power, and 

28 (31) for the glory of my majesty? While the word was in the 
king’s mouth, there fell a voice from heaven, To thee it is 
spoken, O Nebuchadnezzar the king: the kingdom is 

29 (32) departed from thee. And thou shalt be driven from men, 
and thy dwelling shall be with the beasts of the field ; 
thou shalt be made to eat grass as oxen, and seven times 
shall pass over thee ; until thou know that the Most High 
ruleth in the kingdom of men, and giveth it to whomsoever 
he will. 

30(33) The same hour was the thing fulfilled upon Nebuchad- 
nezzar: and he was driven from men, and did eat grass 
as oxen, and his body was wet with the dew of heaven, 
till his hair was grown as eagles’ feathers, and his nails 
as birds’ claws. 


1 The A.V., R.V., and even the latest Commentary—that of Montgomery 
—misrepresent the MT, Th., Pesh., and Vulg. by transposing the words 
and rendering ‘King Nebuchadnezzar’. This point is important since the 
latter order is late. The Aramaic of our author gives the late order once in 
three times, but there is no justification for wrongly exaggerating the lateness 
of the Aramaic. The offence is repeated in the A.V. and R.V. in 4”. 
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MT 


The MT IV. 31-4 (34-7) with the Versions in agreement with it can only 
be regarded as a redaction of the original. It reads as follows. The LXX 
varies greatly but observes the idioms of our author, whereas the MT does not 
always do so. ( 


IV. 31 And at the end of the days I Nebuchadnezzar lifted up mine eyes to 
(34) heaven 
And mine understanding returned to me, 
And I blessed the Most High, 
And praised and honoured him that liveth for ever. 
For his dominion is an everlasting dominion, 
And his kingdom from generation to generation, 


32 (35) And all the inhabitants of the earth are as persons of no account : 
And he doeth according to his will in the army of heaven, 
[And among the inhabitants of the earth]? 
And none can stay his hand, 
Or say unto him® What doest thou ? 


33 (36) At the same time mine understanding returned unto me; 
And for the glory of my kingdom my majesty and my splendour returned 
unto me, 
And my counsellors and my lords sought unto me; 
And I was established in my kingdom, 
And excellent greatness was added unto me. 


34 (37) Now I Nebuchadnezzar praise and extol and honour the King of 
heaven : # 
For all his works are truth, and his ways judgement: 
And those that walk in pride he is able to humiliate. 


1 If this couplet came from our author we should expect (though it has 
some support from 7!4, see below), 
‘And his kingdom is an everlasting kingdom 
And his dominion from generation to generation’, 
as it occurs in 3%§ MT, the genuineness of which is unquestioned. See 
p. 100 for a possible restoration of the text. In 7'* however, we find: 
‘ His dominion is an everlasting dominion which shall not pass away, and 
his kingdom that which shall not be destroyed.’ 
But see note on Transl. 7}. 

? An obvious dittograph and a weakening of the context. See line 1. 

3 Our author’s usage here would require: ‘say before him’. 

* This title is not assigned to God by our author elsewhere. Is it also due 
to the redactor? Our author uses the phrases ‘ God of heaven’, 21% 19, 44 or 
‘Most High’ 4°10), 98, or ‘God of gods’ 247, or ‘Lord of kings’ 247, ‘ Lord 
of heaven’ (5%8), ‘Most High God? 378, 518, &c. 
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LXX 


There is nothing in the MT IV. 31-4 corresponding to the following clauses 
in the LXX. And yet all the clauses or expressions save two or three are 
those of our author. There is no misuse of his idioms such as we find in the 
MT IV. 31, 32. I have given Swete’s numbering, but rearranged the order of 
the clauses. There is no hope of recovering the original form of IV. 31-4. 


IV. 30° I Nebuchadnezzar, king of Babylon, was bound for seven years, 
They made me eat hay (x¢éprov) as an ox,! and I eat of the grass of the 
earth. 

3go° And my hair became as the +wings of an eagle, my nails as (the 
claws) of a lion.t? My flesh was changed and my heart (also).* 

I walked naked along with the beasts of the earth. 
go And after seven years I gave my soul unto prayer and I made suppli- 
cation regarding my sins before ® the Lord the God of heaven *—yea 

I prayed regarding mine iniquities? to the great God of gods. And 

at the end of seven years® the time of my redemption came, and my 

sins and mine iniquities were paid in full before the God of heaven.® 

Isaw a dream and thoughts took hold of me, and after an interval 

a deep sleep !° seized me and a heavy slumber?! fell upon me. And 

behold an angel called unto me from heaven !? saying Nebuchadnezzar 

serve the holy God of heaven and give glory to the Most High.'’® The 

33 (36) sovereignty of thy nation is restored unto thee. At that time my 
kingdom was restored unto me and my glory given back unto me. 

34 (37) To the Most High" I give thanks and praise. 


30 


1 Cf, 430 (83), 2 Cf, 430 (83), 

8 Cf, 438 8), 52), 4 Cf 4'9 6), 22 (25), 

5 le. card mpdownoy, ie. Dp. Contrast this correct idiom with the 
blunder in MT 4%? G8), 


6 Cf, 218, 19, 37, 44, 7 Cf, 424 @2), 
Gy ei 9 Cf, 413 (16), 28 (26), 
10 Cf, 10%, at Cf. 10°. 12 Cf, 423 (28), 


18 Cf 326, 417 (20), 24 (27), &e, 14 Cf, 433 36), 
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(Edict of Nebuchadnezzar the 
King.) 
MT 


III. 31 Nebuchadnezzar the 
King, unto all the peoples, 
nations, and languages that 
dwell in all the earth: 32 
Peace be multiplied unto you. 
It hath seemed good before me 
to declare the signs and won- 
ders that God the Most High 
hath wrought towards me. 
33 How great are his signs! 
And how mighty are his 
wonders ! 
His kingdom is an everlasting 
kingdom, 
And his dominion is from 
generation to generation. 
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TET 31 
LXX (third form of this Edict. 


See p. 103). 
LXX IV. 34¢, 1.e. MT (UE 37) 
Nebuchadnezzar the King, 


unto all the nations and lands 
and all that dwell therein; 
(III. 32) Peace be multiplied 
alway. The deeds which the 
great God hath wrought to- 
wards me, it hath seemed good 
to me to declare unto you and 
to your wise men that he is 
God and that his wonders are 
great. 

(III. 33) His kingdom is an 
everlasting kingdom, and his 
dominion is from generation 
to generation. And he sent 
letters concerning all that had 
befallen him to all the nations 
which were beneath his sove- 
reignty. 


SECTION V 
i.e. Chapter V. 1-30, in the last year of Belshazzar. 


V. 1-4. Belshazzar’s feast, 5-7a,'7b', 8a, 9, '8b', 7c, 8c— 
handwriting on the wall: the king’s alarm: wise men summoned 
but retire when they prove unable to interpret the writing: the 
king then offers extraordinary rewards: wise men return and 
again fail to interpret the writing. 10-16. The queen-mother 
summoned, by whose advice Daniel, as the chief of the wise men 
under Nebuchadnezzar, ts brought before the king. 17-24. Daniel 
reproves the king for his pride, though he knew what had befallen 
Nebuchadnezzar for the same offence, and for his idolatry. 
25-28. The writing and its interpretation. 29-30. Daniel re- 
warded and Belshazzar slain. 


V. Belshazzar the king made a great feast to a thousand of 
2 his lords, and drank wine before the thousand. Belshazzar, 
whilst he tasted the wine, commanded to bring the golden 


Restored Text of V. 7-102 
mainly on the basis of the 
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and silver vessels which Nebuchadnezzar his father had 
taken out of the temple that was in Jerusalem; that the 
king and his lords and his wives and his concubines, 
might drink therein. Then they brought the golden ‘and 
silver'' vessels that were taken out of the temple ’ of the 
house * of God, which was at Jerusalem ; and the king 
and his lords, and his wives and his concubines, drank in 
them. They drank wine, and praised the gods of gold, 
and of silver, of brass, of iron, of wood, and of stone.® 
In the same hour came forth the fingers of a man’s hand, 
and wrote over against the candlestick upon the plaister 
of the wall of the king’s palace: and the king saw the 
palm of the hand that wrote. Then the king’s countenance 
was changed and his thoughts alarmed him; and the 
joints of his knees were loosed, and his knees smote one 
against another. 


MT dislocated, interpolated, 
and defective. V. 710%, 


LXX and Josephus. 


72 The king cried aloud to 


7 The king cried aloud to 


82 


bring in ‘the magicians!,‘ 
the enchanters, the Chal- 
deans, and the soothsayers,’ 
‘that they should make 
known the interpretation ot 
the writing'® Then came 
in all the king’s wise men: 
but they could not read the 
writing, nor make known 
to the king the interpreta- 
tion. Then was king Bel- 
shazzar greatly alarmed, 


bring in the enchanters, 
the Chaldeans, and the 
soothsayers. The king an- 
swered and said to the wise 
men of Babylon: Whoso- 
ever shall read this writing, 
and show me the interpre- 
tation thereof, shall be 
clothed with purple, and 
have a chain of gold about 
his neck, and rule as one 
of three in the kingdom. 


1 Added in accordance with Th., Vulg., and context. 

2 The Pesh. and Vulg. omit, the last omitting ‘ of God’ also. 

3 The LXX here adds and probably rightly: ‘but the eternal God they 
praised not, in whose hand is their breath’ or ‘who has power over their 


breath’, See note zx loc. 
4 Restored from the LXX. 


5 The MT adds ‘And the king answered and said to the wise men of 


Babylon’, 


The LXX does not admit of this clause and Josephus omits it. 


® Restored from the LXX and Josephus. 
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Bb 


Gh 


7 


and his countenance was 8 Then came in all the king’s 


changed, and his lords were wise men: but they could 
confounded. ‘Then the not read the writing, nor 
king made a decree, say- make known to the king 
ing'1: Whosoever shall 9 the interpretation. Then 
read this writing and de- was king Belshazzar greatly 
clare to me the interpreta- alarmed, and his counte- 
tion thereof, shall be clothed nance was changed, and his 
with purple, and have a lords were confounded. 
chain of gold about his 10 Then the queen by reason 
neck, and shall rule as ? one of the words of the king 
of three? in my kingdom. and his lords came into the 
‘And the magicians and en- banquet house. 


chanters and _ soothsayers 
came in, but none could 
read or make known the 
interpretation of the writ- 


ro*ing'.! ‘Then the king called 


If 


the queen'.® (And) the 
queen * came into the ban- 
quet house, and said, O 
king, live for ever; let not thy thoughts alarm thee, nor 
let thy countenance be changed: there is a man in thy 
kingdom, ‘whose name is Daniel’,® ‘one of the exiles of 
Judah’,® in whom is the spirit of the holy gods; and in 
the days of thy father” light and understanding and 


1 Restored from LXX and supported by Joseph. Ant. x. rz. 2. 

* For a valuable note on the original expression ‘one of three’ see 
Montgomery, p. 256 seq. He writes: ‘We are dealing here, then, with 
a customary official title, the numerical denotation of which has been lost. 
The Aramaic has preserved the two Akkadian case-forms of the noun /alté 
and ¢alti, by true reminiscence, . . . snbn is not emphatic but absolute ; 
hence . . . we might translate “Thirdling”. We have thus here a title 
which had lost its original significance, like ‘‘ tetrarch’’—in English.’ If we 
accept this explanation ‘it disposes with speculation as to the person of 
‘‘the second” ruler’. 

5 Restored from LXX rére 6 Baotreis éxddreoe THY Bactdiooay. 

* MT adds ‘by reason of the words of the king and his lords’, The 
queen could not enter the banquet-chamber unless invited by the king. 
See p. 127. 

° I have restored this clause on the evidence of the LXX and Josephus. 

° Restored on the evidence of the LXX and Josephus: cf. Th. 13, 53. 

“ LXX adds ‘the king’, Hence correct note on p. 130. 
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wisdom, like the wisdom of the gods, was found in him, 
and the king Nebuchadnezzar thy father, made him 
master of the magicians, enchanters, Chaldeans, and 

12 soothsayers ; forasmuch as an excellent spirit, and know- 
ledge and understanding, the interpreting! of dreams, and 
the solving! of riddles, and the loosing of spells were 
found in the same Daniel.? Now let Daniel be called, 
and he will show the interpretation. 

13 Then was Daniel brought in before the king. The king 
spake and said unto Daniel, Art thou Daniel, which art 
of the exiles of Judah, whom the king my father brought 

14 out of Judah? I have heard of thee that the spirit of the 
gods is in thee, and that light and understanding and 

15 excellent wisdom is found in thee. And now the wise 
men, the enchanters, were brought before me to read this 
writing, and they made it their task to make known unto 
me the interpretation thereof: but they could not show 
the interpretation of the thing. 

16 But I myself* have heard of thee, that thou canst give 
interpretations, and dissolve doubts: now if thou canst 
read the writing, and make known to me the interpretation 
thereof, thou shalt be clothed with purple, and have 
a chain of gold about thy neck, and shalt be as one of 

17 three in the kingdom. Then Daniel answered and said 
before the king, Let thy gifts be to thyself, and give thy 
rewards to another ; nevertheless I will read the writing 
unto the king, and make known unto him the interpretation. 

18 As for thee, O king, the Most High God gave Nebu- 


1 On this emendation see note 77 oc. 

2 MT adds an incorrect gloss: ‘Whom the king named Belteshazzar’ 
against the LXX and Josephus. 

3 Since the text has here NYDW MIN I have taken the pronoun to be 
emphatic and not pleonastic. The pronoun is not inserted in 5", since the 
king speaks with little assurance, but, as he speaks with Daniel, he becomes 
assured, and so in 5!® he says ‘I myself, &c.’ Cf. also 4°(%» 27°, where 
the same emphatic use of the pronoun occurs. This emphatic use of the 
pronoun with an inflected verb is found often in the Avam. Pap.—not only 
in the business documents when clear definition is indispensible ; cf. Cowley 
2911, 18 58, &c,, but even in Ah. 52, 9 Jay. .72 To nay aN ap now sys 
‘Now do thou as I did to thee: do so to me’. Here the pronouns are 
- certainly emphatic. But where the inflected verb is used (and not the 
participle) the pronoun is often omitted even in business documents. 
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chadnezzar thy father the kingdom, and greatness, and 
glory, and majesty: and because of the greatness that he 
gave him, all the peoples, nations, and languages trembled 
and feared before him: whom he would he slew, and 
whom he would he kept alive; and whom he would he 
raised up, and whom he would he put down. 

But when his heart was lifted up, and his spirit was 
hardened that he dealt proudly, he was deposed from his 
kingly throne, and they took his glory from him: and he 
was driven from the sons of men; and his heart was 
made like the beasts, and his dwelling was with the wild 
asses; he was fed with grass like oxen, and his body was 
wet with the dew of heaven: until he knew that the 
Most High God ruleth in the kingdom of men, and that 
he setteth up over it whomsoever he will. 

And thou his son, O Belshazzar, hast not humbled thine 
heart, though thou knewest all this; but hast lifted up 
thyself against the Lord of heaven; and they have 
brought the vessels of his house before thee, and thou 
and thy lords, thy wives and thy concubines, have drunk 
wine in them; and thou hast praised the gods of *gold 
and silver,' of brass, iron, wood, and stone, which see 
not, nor hear, nor know: and the God in whose hand thy 
breath is, and ?whose are all thy ways, him thou hast 
not glorified.2, Then was the palm of the hand sent from 
before him, and this writing was inscribed. And this is 
the writing that was inscribed, MENE, TEKEL, PERES.? 
This is the interpretation of the thing: MENE; God 
hath numbered thy kingdom and brought it to an end. 
TEKEL; thou art weighed in the balances and art found 
wanting. PERES; thy kingdom is divided, and given 
to the Medes and Persians. Then Belshazzar * com- 
manded them to clothe * Daniel with purple, and to put 


' So Th. atid Pesh. MT reads ‘Silver and gold’. Cf. 5°, where all the 
authorities give the right order. 

2 So Th. (and LXX). MT reads ‘whose are all thy ways, thou hast not 
glorified’. See note 7x loc. 

5 So LXX, Th., Vulg., and Josephus, MT reads MENE, MENE, TEKEL, 
UPHARSIN. See note 1% Joe. 

* J.iterally ‘commanded and they clothed’. See note on 24%, (Transl.) 
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a chain of gold about his neck, and make proclamation 
concerning him that he should rule as one of three in the 

30 kingdom. In that night Belshazzar the Chaldean king 
was slain. 


SECTION “VI 


i.e Chapter VI (V. 31-VJ), in the first year of Darius. 


VI. 1 (V. 31). Darius receives the kingdom. 2-4 (1-3). Darius 
resolves to set Daniel, who was already over all the satraps, over 
the whole realm. 5 (4)-10 (9). The satraps therefore conspire and 
approaching Darius prevail on him to issue a decree forbidding the 
worship of any deity, 11(10)-18(17). Daniel, detected in the breach 
of this decree, is accused by hts enemies, who do not leave the 
king’s presence till at sunset the king yields, and Daniel is cast 
into the den of lions. 19 (18)-25 (24). Daniel rescued therefrom, 
and his enemies cast therein. 26(25)-28 (27). Edict of Dartus. 
29 (28). Daniel at last set over the whole kingdom. Darius dies, 
and Cyrus reigns tn his stead. 


VI. 1 (V. 31) And Darius the Mede received the kingdom?t being 
2(1) about threescore and two years old.’ It pleased Dariust 
and he set over the kingdom an hundred and twenty 

3 (2) satraps, which should be throughout the whole kingdom ; 
and over them three presidents, of whom Daniel was one ; 

that these satraps might give account unto them, and that 

4(3) the king should have no damage. Then this Daniel was 
distinguished above the presidents and satraps, because 

an excellent spirit was in him, ‘and he prospered in the 
king’s business which he carried out';’ and the king 

5 (4) *thought to set him* over the whole realm. Then the 


1 Here the LXX reads mAnpys tav fjpepOv Kal évdogos ev ynpe. That the 
MT is here corrupt see p. 148 seq. The LXX is itself uncertain. 

2 Restored from the LXX. See p. 150. 

3 So MT, LXX, Pesh., and Vulg. Th. read ‘set him’ («atéarnaev avror). 
But MT, Pesh., and Vulg. combine two conflicting types of text, i.e. those 
of the LXX and Th., which in themselves are consistent. But the LXX is 
undoubtedly right. The king’s intention to set Daniel over the kingdom 
brought about the plot against Daniel. When the plot was defeated, the 
king carried out his intention (LXX 679 (8) «al AavijrA Kareorabn ent Tis 
Baotdelas. Hence the MT is corrupt in 67° (78), See p. 151 seq. 
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presidents and the satraps sought to find occasion against 
Daniel as touching the kingdom: but they could find 
none occasion nor fault; forasmuch as he was faithful.! 

6(5) Then said these men, We shall not find any occasion 
against this Daniel, except we find it against him con- 

7(6) cerning the law of his God. Then these presidents and 
and satraps ‘drew near!? to the king and said thus 
8(7) ‘before’? him, Darius, the king, live for ever. All the 
presidents of the kingdom, the deputies, and the satraps, 

the counsellors and the governors, have taken counsel 
together that the king should establish a statute and 
make a strong interdict, that whosoever shall ask a 
petition of any god # for thirty days, save of thee, O king, 

9 (8) he shall be cast into a den of lions. Now, O king, establish 
the interdict, and sign the writing, that it be not changed, 
according to the law of the Medes and Persians, which 
10(g) altereth not. Wherefore the king Darius signed the 
11 (10) writing and the interdict. And when Daniel knew that 
the writing was signed, he went into his house; now his 
windows were open in his chamber towards Jerusalem ; 

and he was wont to kneel upon his knees three times 

a day, and he prayed and gave thanks before his God as 


1 MT, Pesh., and Vulg. add gloss ‘ neither was there any error or guilt found 
in him’ against LXX and Th. 

2 So LXX, Th., and Pesh. Hence I suggest that {27 originally stood 
in the text. )¥390 (MT) has no support from any version or other authority 
before the fourth century a.p. for the sense ‘came tumultuously’. In 
Aramaic two meanings are found (1) ‘to be enraged or in tumult’: (2) ‘to 
spy upon’. The former is the older: cf. Cowley, Ah. 29: the latter is not 
attested before the time of our author: cf. 61200, The presence of W37N 
in 6!6 (15) js against the entire sense of the context. This Aramaic verb was 
adopted by the Psalmist into Hebrew in Ps. 2! and nouns from the same 
stem in 55'°, 645. Montgomery (p. 272 seq.) following in the wake of Briggs 
discusses this word and concludes that it may be translated ‘They acted in 
concert’. But is there any foundation for this conjecture ? The old Aramaic 
and the Arabic support the meaning usually assigned to this word in Ps. 2!, 
a meaning also which is upheld by the parallelism of the context. Neither 
does 64 (cf. 83°) afford it any countenance. 5515, it is true, is difficult, but 
Duhm is probably right in regarding the MT as hopelessly corrupt. 

5 Here the LXX preserves the original text, where the MT and later 
versions read ‘unto him’, See my note on p. 154 seq.: Introd., § 20. w. 

* MT adds ‘or man’ against the LXX and Josephus and also against 
common sense, See note 7 /oc. 
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12(11)he did aforetime. Then these men ‘kept watch,’ and 
found Daniel making petition and supplication before his 
God. 

13 (12) Then they came near and spake before the king [con- 
cerning the inderdict of the king]?; Hast thou not signed 
an interdict, that every man that shall make a petition 
unto any * god within thirty days, save unto thee, O king, 
shall be cast into the den of lions? The king answered 
and said, The thing is true, according to the law of the 
Medes and Persians which altereth not. 

14 (13) Then answered they and said before the king: Daniel, 
which is one of the exiles of Judah ‘obeyeth not thy 
decree,* nor the interdict that thou hast signed, but 
maketh his petition ‘before his God'® three times a day. 

15(14) Then the king when he heard these words was sore 
displeased, and set his heart on Daniel to deliver him: 
and he laboured until the going down of the sun to 

16 (z5) rescue him. Then these men‘ said unto’ the king, Know, 
O king, that it is a law of the Medes and Persians that 
no interdict nor statute which the king establisheth may 

17 (16) be changed. Then the king commanded them to bring 
Daniel, and cast him into the den of lions. The king 
spake and said unto Daniel, Thy God whom thou servest 

18 (17) continually, he will deliver thee. And a stone was brought 
and laid upon the mouth of the den; and the king sealed 


1 See note on 67 “) for this meaning of W377. It appears in modern times 
to be always wrongly rendered either as ‘assembled together’ or ‘came 
tumultuously’ in Daniel. 

2 This bracketed clause of the MT is not supported by LXX, Th. or the 
Pesh.: only by Vulg. 

3 MT and Th. add ‘or man’. See note on 68, 

4 So Th., but LXX omits. MT, which is corrupt, reads ‘regardeth not 
thee, O king’. See note on 32’. 

5 So LXX and Th. MT, Pesh., and Vulg. omit. 

6 MT adds the impossible clause ‘came tumultuously (or ‘came in 
concert’) to the king’. It is omitted by Th. and what ismore the LXX and 
Josephus (as well as Th.) represent the satraps as present throughout the entive 
interview which lasted all the day, 612-8, Even in the MT 615%), the words 
‘the king laboured till the going down of the sun’ presuppose Daniel’s 
adversaries as present all the day. 

7 Daniel’s enemies now become disrespectful to the king, since the king 
is convicted of seeking to break ‘ the law of the Medes and Persians which 
altereth not’, and so they say ‘unto’ instead of ‘ before’ as in 6! (2); 1418), 


2366 B b 


370 THE BOOK OF DANIEL Vieae- 


it with his own signet, and with the signets of his lords ; 

that nothing might be changed concerning Daniel. 

19 (18) (a) Then the king went to his palace, (d) and his sleep 

fled from him, (0) and he spent the night fasting: (c) neither 

20 (19) were instruments of music brought before him.’ Then 

the king arose very early in the morning, and went in 

haste unto the den of lions. And when he came near 

unto the den to Daniel he cried with a lamentable voice : 

the king spake and said to Daniel, O Daniel, servant of 

the living God, is thy God, whom thou servest continually, 

22 (21) able to deliver thee from the lions? Then spake Daniel 

23 (22) unto the king, O king, live for ever. My God hath sent 

his angel, and hath shut the lions’ mouths, that they have 

not hurt me: forasmuch as before him innocency was 

found in me; and also before thee, O king, have I done 

24(23)no hurt. Then was the king exceeding glad, and com- 

manded that they should take Daniel up out of the den. 

So Daniel was taken up out of the den, and no manner 

of hurt was found upon him, because he had trusted in 

25(24) his God. *And the king commanded, and those men 

were brought which had accused Daniel, and were cast 

into the den of lions, they and their wives and their 

children’®; and the lions had the mastery of them, and 

brake all their bones in pieces, or ever they came at the 
bottom of the den. 

6(25) Then king Darius wrote unto all the peoples, nations, 

and languages, that dwell in all the earth; Peace be 

27 (26) multiplied unto you. I make a decree, that in all the 


1 By transposition of clause (¢@) immediately after clause (a) the text is 
made intelligible. 

> With the Vulg. (adducti sunt) for 7, I have read 97 ‘ were brought’ 
and for 107 I have read with LXX, Th., Vulg., Josephus, W97 ‘ were cast’. 


Thus i328 G ‘they’), which only occurs elsewhere in the nominative, is 
read as a nom. and not as an acc, as inthe MT (=‘them’). See p. 161 sq. 

The MT reads ‘And the king commanded and they brought those men 
which had accused Daniel, and into the den of lions they cast them, their 
children and their wives’. In reading ‘their wives and their children (so 
LXX, Pesh., Vulg., Cyprian, Test. iii. 20) I have followed the usual O.T. 
order. The order in the MT and Th. ‘their children and their wives’ is 


Greek rather than Jewish. For the Semitic order ‘wives and children Ne 
see Cowley go! 26, 371%, 
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dominion of my kingdom men tremble and fear before 
the God of Daniel : 
For he is the living God and steadfast for ever, 
And his kingdom one which shall not be destroyed, 
And his dominion (one that shall be) for ever: 
28 (27) He delivereth and rescueth, 
And he worketh signs and wonders 
In heaven and in earth; 
(Even) he who hath delivered Daniel 
From the power of the lions. 


29 LXX 
‘So Daniel was set over the kingdom of Darius. King 
Darius was gathered to his people and Cyrus the Persian 
received his kingdom!.! 


SECTIONS VII-X 
The Visions of Daniel: i.e. Chapters VII-XII. 


SECTION VII 
i.e. Chapter VII, in the first year of Belshazzar. 


VII. 1-8. Daniel's vision of the four beasts, t.e. the four suc- 
cessive world powers. 9-14. Divine judgement on these powers. 
15-28. The interpretation of the vision by an angel. 


VII. 1. In the first year of Belshazzar king of Babylon Daniel 
saw a dream, [even visions of his head]? upon his bed: 
then he wrote the dream, even a complete account.’ 


1 So the LXX save that I have changed the order of the first two clauses. 
The intention expressed in 64) is here carried out. In 64 Th. represents 
this intention as already carried out, and so omits 29” (28>) but the MT, 
Pesh., and Vulg. represent a medley of the two types of text : see note on 649) ; 
also p, 151 seq. 

Instead of the text in the LX X, which I have adopted, the MT, Pesh., and 
Vulg. read : ‘So this Daniel prospered in the reign of Darius and in the 
reign of Cyrus the Persian.’ 

2 Not in LXX. Aninterpolation. ‘Visions of his head’—a non-Semitic 
expression, See note on 2!% 8° (Transl.): Comm. p. 42, ad tntt. 

3 MT adds ‘he told’ against the LXX (and Th.). 


Bb2 


ore 
2 
3 


4 


1 
2 


THE BOOK OF DANIEL VII. 2- 


I} saw in‘a vision of the night!,? and, behold, the four 
winds of heaven “stirred up* the great sea. And four 
great beasts came up from the sea, diverse one from 
another. The first was like a lion, and had eagle’s 
wings: I beheld till the wings thereof were plucked, and 
it was lifted up from the earth, and made to stand upon 
two feet as a man, and a man’s heart was given to it. 
And behold another beast * like a bear, and it was raised 
up on one side, and three ribs were in its mouth between 
its teeth: and it was said unto it, Arise, devour much 
flesh. After this I beheld, and lo another ‘beast’® like 
a leopard, which had upon the back of it four wings of 
a fowl; the beast had also four heads ; and dominion was 
given to it. And after this I saw in ‘a vision of the night'® 
and behold a fourth beast, dreadful and terrible and 
strong exceedingly; and it had great iron teeth: it 
devoured and brake in pieces, and trod the residue with 
its feet: and it was diverse from all the beasts that were 
before it; and it had ten horns. I was observing the 
horns and, behold, there came up among them another 
horn, a little one, before which three of the first horns 
were plucked up by the roots: and behold in this horn 
were eyes like the eyes of a man, and a mouth speaking 
great things, ‘and it made war with the saints’? I 
beheld till thrones were placed and (one like unto)* an 
ancient of days did sit: 

His raiment was as snow, and the hair of his head was 

spotless as white ® wool ; 


MT prefixes against LXX, Th., and Vulg., ‘ Daniel answered and said’. 
So [Th. TA], Pesh. Cf. 2!® ‘a vision of the night’. MT and Vulg. read 


‘my vision in the night’, LXX here only uses ‘ visions’ in the plural in this 
peculiar phrase. Kad’ Umvous vuxrds : always elsewhere it uses the sing. But 
the LXX seems corrupt here as in 41°, 

5 On this rendering see note on p.175. Otherwise render ‘brake forth upon’. 


4 


5 
6 
7 
8 


MT adds against LXX and Vulg. ‘a second’. 

So LXX, Th., and Pesh. MT omits. 

So LXX, Pesh., Vulg. MT reads ‘the night visions’, Th. om. 
Restored from LXX: Cf. parallel statements in 72125, 

I have of necessity restored these words simply by reading pynya 


instead of PNY. See note i loc. There has been a like loss of this letter 
in ro®, Clem, Alex, Paed. ii. to preserves the original reading : doe madatds 
nHepov : also the LXX in 78 ds madauds jyepav. But contrast 722, 


9 


In thee MT ‘white’ precedes ‘as snow’. See note in Joc. 
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His throne was fiery flames, the wheels thereof burning 
fire. 

to A fiery stream flowed! from before him: 

Thousand thousands ministered unto him, 

Yea, ten thousand times ten thousand stood before him: 
The judgement was set, 

And the books were opened. 

11 I beheld at that time because of the voice of the great 
words which the horn spake,’ till the beast was slain, and 
its body destroyed, and it was given to be burned with 

12 fire. And as for the rest of the beasts, their dominion 
was taken away: yet, their lives were prolonged for a 
season and a time. 

13 I saw in ‘a vision of the night!,? 

And behold there came 'on'‘ the clouds of heaven one like 
unto a son of man, 

And he came even unto an ancient of days, and they® 
brought him near before him. 

14 And there was given him dominion, and glory and a 

kingdom, 
That all peoples, nations and languages should serve him : 
°His dominion is an everlasting dominion which shall not 
pass away.® 
And his kingdom that which shall not be destroyed. 

15 And my spirit was distressed ‘therewith!’ even the spirit 

of me Daniel, and tthe visions of my headt * troubled me. 


1 Only one verbappears inthe LXXand Th. The duplicate arose through 
an explanatory gloss on arare word. See note 7m loc. 

2 MT adds ‘I beheld’ against LXX and Th. 

3 So LXX, Th., and Vulg. as in 2)9, 7% MT ‘the night visions’ 
Pesh. om. 4 

4 So LXX and Pesh. MT, Th., and Vulg. read ‘with’. Seenoteonp. 186. 

5 LXX, supported by pre-Theod., Tertullian, and Cyprian, reads, ‘ they 
that stood before him’, 

6 Since T. Jos. xix 12 appears to quote this verse as follows: 7 BactAéia 
avrov éoraraiwvos HrT1s ov Tapedevoerat, is it possible that for ‘dominion ’ in this 
line we should read ‘kingdom’, and ‘dominion’ in the next line for‘kingdom’. 
This would bring the phrasing into harmony with that on 38%, 727 of our 
text. The contrast, however, in 7'%!7 may have led our author to make 
this change. But in 72? the usual order is unquestionable. 

7 So LXX and Vulg. MT reads ‘in the midst of the (or its) sheath’. See 
note on p. 188 sq. 

8 Read ‘my thoughts’ of diadoyiopol wou with LXX. ‘Vision of my head’ 
is non-Semitic. See note on 27° (Transl.), 
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16 I came near unto one of them that stood by and asked 
him the truth of all this. ‘And he told me,’ and made me 

17 know the interpretation of the things. These great beasts 
{which are four]? are four kings which shall ‘be destroyed 

18 from™® off the earth. But the saints of the Most High 
shall receive the kingdom, and possess the kingdom * for 
ever and ever. 

19 Then I desired to know the truth concerning the fourth 
beast, which was diverse from them all, exceeding terrible, 
whose teeth were of iron, and its nails of brass ; which 
devoured, brake in pieces and trod the residue with its 

20 feet; and concerning the ten horns that were on its head, 
and the other horn that came up, and before which three 
fell; even concerning that horn that had eyes, and a 
mouth that spake great things, whose appearance was 

2I more stout than its fellows. I beheld, and the same horn 
made war with the saints and prevailed against them; 

22 until the Ancient of Days came, and (judgement was set 
and dominion) * was given to the saints of the Most High; 
and the time came that the saints should take possession 

23 of the kingdom. Thus he said, 

The fourth beast shall be a fourth kingdom upon earth, 
Which shall be diverse from all the kingdoms, 

And it shall devour the whole earth 

And shall thresh it and break it in pieces. 


24 And as for the ten horns, 
Out of this kingdom shall ten kings arise : 
And another shall arise after them ; 

And shall be diverse from the former, 
And he shall put down three kings. 


25 And he shall speak words against the Most High, 
And shall wear out the saints of the Most High: 


1 LXX reads daroxpibels 5? A€yer jor i. e. ) WON) TY) ‘And he answered 
and told me’. 

2 LXX omits. 

3 So LXX and without doubt correctly. MT reads ‘arise out of’. Th. is 
conflate. See note on p. 189 sq. 

* MT Pesh, and Vulg, add ‘ for ever and’ against LX X and Th, 

* Restored on Ewald’s suggestion. Most scholars accept this restoration. 
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And it shall be his intention to change times and law; 
And they’ shall be given into his hand until time and 
times and half a time 


26 But the judgement shall sit, 
And his dominion shall be taken away, 
So that it may be consumed and destroyed for ever. 


27 And the kingdom and the dominion, and the greatness of 
the kingdoms under the whole heaven, 
Shall be given to the people of the saints of the Most High: 
Its kingdom is an everlasting kingdom, 
And all dominions shall serve and obey it. 


28 Here is the end of the matter. As for me Daniel, my 
thoughts alarmed me much, and my countenance was 
changed upon me: but I kept the matter in my heart. 


SECTION VIII 


i.e. Chapter VIII, the Vision of the Seer in the third year 
of Belshazzar, in which he sees the victory of the 
Greek over the Median and Persian empires, the 
persecution of the Jews, and the suspension of the 
Temple worship by Antiochus. 


VIII. 1-8. Viston of the ram and he-goat, t.e. Alexander. 
g-12. ‘ The little horn, t.e. Antiochus IV. 13-14. Dialogue 
between two angels overheard by the Seer who learns therefrom 
that the time of thts tyranny will last 1150 days. 15-27. Gabriel 
appears to Dantel and interprets the vision. 


VIII.1.In the third year of the reign of Belshazzar the king 
a vision appeared unto me, even unto me Daniel, after 

2 that which appeared unto me aforetime. And I saw in 

the vision ;* and I was in Shushan the palace,’ which is 

in the province of Elam ;‘ and I was by the ‘water-gate!® 


1 j,e. the saints. 

2 MT adds against LXX, Th., Pesh., and Vulg. ‘and it was so when 
I saw’. 

3 Or ‘fortress’. 

4 MT adds against LXX, Th. ‘and I saw in the vision’ 

° So LXX, Pesh., and Vulg. (bya Aram.) here and in 8§. LXX and 


Pesh. have same ing in 88, MT in each case reads Sas (‘river ’). 
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3 of the Ulai. Then I lifted up mine eyes, and saw, and, 
behold, there stood before the 'water-gate'a single ram 
which had two horns: and the two horns were high ; but 
one was higher than the other, and the higher came up 

4 last. I saw the ram thrusting * westward, and northward, 
and southward ;* and no beasts could stand before him, 
neither was there any that could deliver out of his hand ; 
but he did according to his will, and magnified himself. 

5 And I was observing, and behold, ‘an he-goat'* came 
from the west over the face of the whole earth, and 
touched not the ground: and the goat had ‘ta notablet* 

6 horn between his eyes. And he came to the ram that 
had the two horns, which I saw standing before the 
'water-gate!,’ and ran upon him in the fury of his power. 

7 And I saw him come close to the ram, and he was moved 
with choler against him, and smote the ram, and brake 
his two horns; and there was no power in the ram to 
stand before him: and he cast him down to the ground, 
and trod upon him: and there was none that could deliver 

8 the ram out of his hand. And the he-goat magnified 
himself exceedingly : and when he was strong, the great 
horn was broken; and there rose up 'others'® (even) four 
Thorns'® in its stead towards the four winds of heaven. 

g And out of one of them came forth ’ another horn, a little 
one,’ which waxed exceeding great, towards the south, 


1 So LXX, Pesh., and Vulg. yas Aram.) here and in 8%. LXX and 
Pesh, have same reading in 8°. MT in each case reads Says (‘river’). 

2 LXX reads: eastward and northward and westward and southward’. 

3 So LXX and Th. against MT which reads ‘ the he-goat’, 

4 So MT nin. Th. omits: LXX reads éy, i.e. NNN, i.e. xépas &v. Hence 
render ‘a horn’. Vulg. supports MT by its rendering insigne. But the 
description ‘notable’ lit. ‘ conspicuousness’ is not justified till the horn over- 
throws the ram, ‘ magnifies itself exceedingly ’ and ‘ becomes strong’ (8°), 
Thus it is rightly called M55) ‘great’ in 8821, 

5 So LXX i.e. €repa=NYINN. Th. and Vulg. om. MT N)In corrupt =‘ four 
notable (horns)’. But is there any justification for calling Alexander's 
four successors ‘notable’? Even Antiochus Epiphanes is at the outset 
called ‘a little horn’ which afterwards ‘ waxed exceeding great’, 8°), The 
text is not to be translated ‘ four other horns’ but as above, the ‘others’ 
being in apposition, Otherwise we shall expect NINN NIIP YAIN: cf. 125; 
Gen, 81% 12; 413519, 

6 So LXX, Th., Vulg. MT omits. 

™ Emended by Bevan. See p. 203. 
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TRANSLATION 


and towards the east, and towards the glorious land. 


re | 


to And it waxed great (even) to the host of heaven; and some 


Emended Text of VIII. 11-12 


AL 


I2 


ts 


14 


15 


16 stood before me as the appearance of a man. 


(see pp. 204-9) 

Even unto the prince of the 
host it magnified itself, and 
by it the daily burnt offer- 
ing was taken away, and 
the place cast down and 
the sanctuary laid desolate. 
And the transgression was 
offered on (the altar of)' 
the daily burnt offering ; 
and truth cast down to the 
ground, and it did (its 
pleasure) and _ prospered. 
Then I heard a holy one 
speaking ; and another holy 
one said unto that certain 
one which spake, How long 
shall be the vision while 
the daily burnt offering “is 
taken away!? and the trans- 
gression that appalleth ‘set 
up and the sanctuary 
laid waste to be trod- 
den under foot?'® And 
he said unto ‘him’,* Unto 
two thousand and _ three 
hundred ~ evenings and 
mornings; then shall the 
sanctuary be justified. 


Il 


I2 


of the host, even of the stars, it cast down to the ground, 
and trod upon them. 


MT. Vill. 11; 12 


Yea, it magnified itself, 
(even) to the prince of the 
host; and it took away 
from him the daily burnt 
offering and the place of his 
sanctuary was cast down. 
tAnd the host was given 
over (to it) together with 
the daily burnt offering 
through transgression ; and 
it cast truth to the groundt 
and it did (its pleasure) and 
prospered. 


MT 
tto give both the sanctuary 
and the host to be trodden 
under foott. 


And it came to pass, when I, even I Daniel, had seen the 
vision, that I sought to understand it; and, behold, there 


Text appears to require this addition. 


And I 
See p. 204 sqq. 


1 

2 Restored by help of LXX and Th, (dpO«ioa). . 
3 Restored by help of LXX and Th. See p. 210 sq. 

4 So LXX, Th., Pesh., and Vulg. MT = ‘to me’. 
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heard a man’s voice between the (banks of) Ulai, which 
called, and said, Gabriel, make this man to understand 
the vision. So he came ‘and stood!! near where I stood ; 
and when he came, I was affrighted, and fell upon my 
face: but he said unto me, Understand, O son of man; 
for the vision belongeth to the time of the end. Nowas 
he was speaking with me, I fell into a deep sleep with 
my face tothe ground: but he touched me and ‘made me 
to stand’? where I had stood. And he said, Behold, 
I will make thee know what shall be in the latter time of 
the indignation: for it belongeth to the appointed time 
of the end. The ram which thou sawest that had the 
two horns, they are the kings of Media and Persia. 
And the he-goat® is the king of Greece: and the great 
horn that is between his eyes is the first king. And as 
for that which was broken, in the place whereof four 
arose, four kingdoms shall arise out of his* nation, but not 
with his power. And in the latter time of their kingdom, 


when ‘their transgressions are 
come to the full'® a king, inso- 
lent and skilled in double 
dealing shall stand up. And 
his power shall be mighty,° 
and he shall *devise presump- 
tuous things.’ 

And shall prosper and do (his 
pleasure): and he shalldestroy 
the mighty ones. 

And ‘against the holy people 
shall his policy be directed, 
and he shall cause craft to 
prosper in his hand ; * 


MT 
when the transgressors are 
come to the full. 


MT 
24-258 ‘And he shall destroy 
the mighty ones and the 
holy people. And through 
his policy he shall cause 
craft to prosper in his 
hand.’ 


! Restored with LXX, Th., and Vulg. 


7 LXX reads ‘ Waked me’. 
made me stand’, See p. 215. 
8 MT adds against LXX, Th., Pesh. 


Perhaps we should read ‘waked me and 


,and Vulg. ‘ the he-goat’ ~ypa thus 


expressing the same idea in both Avan and Hebrew. See p. 216. 
* LXX, Th., Vulg. ; but MT and Pesh. read ‘the’. 


5.So LXX anid Th. 
6 
7 Emended. See p. 218. 
* Emended by Graetz, Bevan, &c. 


MT reads as in marg. See p. 217 sq. 
MT and LXX add ‘but not by his own strength’. 


See p. 218. 


MT reads ‘+destroy+ wonderfully ’. 


See p. 219s8q. 
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26 
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And he shall magnify himself in his heart, and in (their) 
security shall he destroy many: 

He shall also stand up against the prince of princes; but 
he shall be broken without hands. 

And the vision of the evenings and mornings which hath 
been told is true: 

And shut thou up the vision; for it belongeth to many 
days (to come). 

And I Daniel’ was sick certain days; then I rose up and 


did the king’s business : and I was astonished at the vision, 
but none understood it. 


SECTION. IX 


i.e. Chapter IX, in the first year of Darius, being the 
explanation of Jeremiah’s prophecy of the seventy 
years given by the Seer. 


IX. 


1-2. Dantel reflects on Jerenuah’s prediction and prays for 


an interpretation. |4-20 an early interpolation which takes no 
account of what precedes or follows, but contains a confession of 
the sins of the nation, and prays for the restoration of Jerusalem. 
20 serves to connect 4-19 with what follows.| 21-27. In answer 
to Daniel's prayer Gabriel comes to him and explains the prediction 
of the seventy weeks. 


IG “Fi 


3 


4 


In the first year of Darius the son of Ahasuerus, of the 
seed of the Medes, who was made king over the realm of 
the Chaldeans; in the first year of his reign I Daniel 
understood by the books the number of the years, which, 
according to the word of God’ which came to Jeremiah 
the prophet, were to be accomplished in the desolations 
of Jerusalem, even seventy years. And I set my face 
unto [the Lord ] God,’ to seek by prayer and supplications, 
with fasting, and sackcloth, and ashes. [And I prayed 


1 MT adds ‘ fainted and’, which appears in the Hebrew to bea dittograph 
of the word that follows. It is omitted in the LXX. 

2 Emended by help of LXX. MT reads‘ Lord’ (417). 

3 The interpolator of the prayer 94° inserted ‘the Lord’ before ‘God’. 
‘ITN occurs frequently in the prayer, but not elsewhere in our author save 
in 1?. 
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unto the Lord my God, and made confession, and said, 

O Lord, the great and dreadful God, which keepeth 
covenant and mercy with them that love ‘¢hee'* and keep 

5 ‘thy’? commandments; we have sinned and have dealt 
perversely, and have done wickedly, and have rebelled, 
and turned aside from thy precepts and from thy judge- 
ments : neither have we hearkened unto thy servants the 
prophets, which spake in thy name to our kings, our 
princes, and our fathers, and to all the people of the land. 

7 O Lord, righteousness belongeth unto thee, but unto us 
confusion of face, as it is this day; to the men of Judah, 
and to the inhabitants of Jerusalem, and unto all Israel, 
that are near, and that are far off, and in all the countries 
whither thou hast driven them, because of their unfaithful- 
ness wherein they have dealt unfaithfully against thee. 

8 O Lord, to us belongeth confusion of face, to our kings, 
to our princes, and to our fathers, because we have sinned 

g against thee. To the Lord our God belong compassions 
and forgivenesses; for we have rebelled against him; 
1o neither have we obeyed the voice of the Lord our God, 
to walk in his laws, which he set before us by his servants 

11 the prophets. Yea all Israel have transgressed thy law, 
and have turned aside, so as not to obey thy voice: 
therefore hath the curse been poured out upon us, and 
the oath that is written in the law of Moses the servant 
12 of God; for we have sinned against him. And he hath 
confirmed his words, which he spake against us, and 
against our judges that judged us, by bringing upon us 

a great evil: for under the whole heaven hath not been 
13 done as hath been done upon Jerusalem. As it is written 
in the law of Moses all this evil is come upon us: yet we 
have not entreated the favour of the Lord our God, that 
we should turn from our iniquities, and have discernment 

14 in thy truth. Therefore hath the Lord watched over the 
evil and brought it upon us: for the Lord our God is 
righteous in all his works which he doeth, and we have 
15 not obeyed his voice. And now, O Lord our God, that 
hast brought thy people forth out of the land of Egypt 


1 So LXX, Th., Vulg. MT reads ‘him’ and ‘his’ respectively. 
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16 


a7 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 
1 
2 


with a mighty hand ‘and a stretched out arm’,! and hast 
gotten thee renown, as at this day; we have sinned, ? we 
have done wickedly. O Lord according to all thy righteous 
acts, let thine anger’ and thy fury, I pray thee, be turned 
away from thy city Jerusalem, thy holy mountain : because 
for our sins, and for the iniquities of our fathers, Jerusalem 
and thy people have become a reproach to all that are 
round about us. Now therefore, O our God, hearken 
unto the prayer of thy servant, and to his supplications, 
and cause thy face to shine upon thy sanctuary that is 
desolate, for tthe Lord’s saket.s O *my God‘ incline thine 
ear, and hear ; open thine eyes and behold our desolations, 
and the city over which thy name has been called: for we 
do not present our supplications before thee for our own 
righteousness but for thy great compassions. O Lord, 
hear ; O Lord, forgive; O Lord, hearken and do; defer 
not for thine own sake, *O my God,’ because thy name 
hath been called over thy city and thy people. 

And whiles I was speaking, and praying, and confessing 
my 'sins'® and the ‘sins!® of my people Israel, and pre- 
senting my supplication before the Lord my God for the 
holy mountain of my God] And whiles I was speaking 
in prayer ‘behold',” the man Gabriel, whom I had seen 
in the vision aforetime * when I was sore wearied,*® touched 
me about the time of the evening oblation. And he 
instructed 'me',?and talked with me, and said, O Daniel, 
I am nowcome forth to make thee skilful of understanding. 
At the beginning of thy supplications a word went forth, 


Preserved in LXX, which omits ‘ with a mighty hand’. 
Perhaps with several MSS. and the rendering in 1 Bar. ii 12 we should 


translate ‘ We have done wickedly, O Lord, despite all thy righteous acts. 


Let 
3 


thine anger’, 
So MT. But read ‘thy servants’ sake, O Lord’ with the LXX. (So 


Bevan suggests): or ‘thine own sake’ with Th., Vulg., and 1 Bar ii. 14. 


See 


4 
5 
6 
tf 
8 


Pp. 233 seq. 

MT and Th, LXX reads Kupie and 1 Bar. ii, 16. 

LXX reads déom0Ta. 

So LXX, Th., Pesh., Vulg. MT reads ‘sin’. 

So LXX, Th., Vulg. MT omits. 

Such seems the best rendering of MT. (So Meinhold, Keil), Other 


scholars refer the words to the angel and render ‘ being caused to fly swiftly’. 


(CE. 


LXX, Th., Vulg.), or ‘being sore wearied’. See p. 235. 


9 Restored with Th. and Vulg. 
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and I am come to tell ‘thee!;! for thou art 'a man’? 
greatly beloved: therefore consider the word, and under- 
24 stand the vision. Seventy weeks are decreed upon thy 
people and upon thy holy city To complete the trans- 
gression, and to bring sins to the full, And to ‘blot out!® 
iniquity, and to bring in everlasting righteousness: To 
seal up vision and prophet, and to anoint a most holy 
25 place. Know therefore and discern that from the going 
forth of the word ‘to rebuild!‘ Jerusalem unto an anointed 
one, a prince, shall be seven weeks: and threescore 
and two weeks, it shall be rebuilt with square and moat.’ 
26*>' And at the end of the times, even!'® after the threescore 
and two weeks, shall an anointed one be cut off and 


26° the shall have nothingt :7 and MT 
the city and the sanctuary .26¢ And the people of the 
shall be destroyed,’ ‘together prince that shall come 
with'® a prince, and ‘the end shall destroy the city 
shall come!” with a flood, and and the sanctuary, and 
even unto the end shall be his end shall be 
war ; — that which is deter- MT 

27° mined of desolations. And™ a 27* And he shall make a 
stringent statute shall be issued firm covenant with the 
against the many™ for one many. 


1 Restored with two MSS., LXX, Th., Pesh., Vulg. MT omits. 

2 Restored with Th., Vulg., and Sym. Cf. ro!s}9, 

3 So LXX and Vulg. = ninod. MT reads sob (so Th., Aq.: Pesh.) 
‘treat as covered’. See p. 238 sq. The spurious work De Pascha Compu- 
tus 13, attributed to Tertullian by its rendering, ut... deleantur ... inju- 
stitiae et expientur iniustitiae (= 7505) o. minnd) attests the earlier 
Hebrew phrase as well as the later that displaced it. 

4 So Pesh, and Vulg. Hence I emend awd to aw. MT is by some 
scholars rendered ‘to restore and build’. But MT gives no satisfactory 
sense. See p. 242 sq. 

6 See p. 243 sq. 

6 So LXX and Pesh. MT reads, ‘even in troublous times. And’: 
see p. 244. 

7 See p. 247. 

* So Bevan, Marti, and others, emending NNW? into NNWY. 

® So one MS, and five versions. See p. 247 sq. 

'0 Emended by Von Gall and Marti on the basis of the LXX. See p. 248. 

1 On this restoration of the text see p. 249 sq. 
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27> week: And so for the half of 
the week the sacrifice and the 


meat offering ‘shall cease!:1 MT 
27° and °in its stead’ shall be a 27° On the wing of horrors 
horror that appalleth ; and that shall beonethat appalleth. 


until the annihilation that is 
already determined shall be 
poured out upon the desolator. 


SECTION X 


i.e. Chapters X-XII, constituting one vision accorded to 


the Seer in the third year of Cyrus. 


SECTION Xa 
i.e. Chapters X-XI. 1. 


X. 1-3. In the third year of Cyrus the Seer prepares himself by 
prayer and fasting to receive a revelation on the future destinies 
of Israel. 4-8. An angel—not Gabriel—appears to the Seer, 
who forthwith falls into a deep sleep. 9-14. Thereupon the angel 
touches the Seer and wakes him to full consciousness, and tells 
him that owing to his prayer he has come to declare to him what 
shall befall Israel in the latter days. 15-X1.1. But the vision 
makes the Seer dumb. Then the angel touches the Seers’s lips 


and 


removes his dumbness, and by touching him again enables 


him to receive the revelation he ts about to make to him. 


Xr 


4 


) 


In the third year of Cyrus king of Persia a thing was 
revealed unto Daniel, whose name was Belteshazzar ; 
and the thing was true, and a hard service: and he under- 
stood the thing, and had understanding of the vision. 
In those days I Daniel was mourning three whole weeks. 
I ate no pleasant bread, neither came flesh nor wine into 
my mouth, neither did I anoint myself at all, till three 
whole weeks were fulfilled. And in the four and twentieth 
day of the first month, I was by the side of the great 
river,’ and I lifted up mine eyes, and looked, and behold 


1 So LXX, Th., and Vulg. MT reads ‘he shall cause to cease’. 

2 So most scholars emend the MT which reads ‘on the wing of’, See 
p- 251. 

3 MT adds a wrong gloss ‘ which is Hiddekel’, 
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{one like unto)? a man clothed in linen, whose loins were 

6 girded with ’ gold, yea with fine gold:* his body also was 

like the beryl, and his face as the appearance of lightning, 
and his eyes as torches of fire, and his arms and his feet 
like the gleam of burnished brass, and the voice of his 

7 words like the voice of a multitude. And I Daniel alone 

saw the vision: for the men that were with me saw not 
the vision ; but a great quaking fell upon them, and they 

8 fled to hide themselves. So I was left alone and saw 

this great vision, and there was no strength left in me: 
9g for my comeliness was turned into corruption,® Yet 
I heard the voice of his words, and when I heard the 
voice of his words I fell into a deep sleep *with my face 
1o to the ground.‘ And behold MT X. 10? 
a hand touched me, and ‘set me tottering upon my 
11 ‘waked me'® And he said_ knees and upon the palms 
unto me, O Daniel, thou man of my hands.’ 
greatly beloved, understand the words that I speak unto 
thee, and stand upright; for unto thee am I now sent: 
and when he had spoken this word unto me I stood 
12 trembling. Then he said unto me, Fear not, Daniel; 
for from the first day that thou didst set thine heart to 
understand, and to humble thyself before thy God, thy 
words were heard: and I am come for thy words’ sake. 
13 But the prince of the kingdom of Persia withstood me 
one and twenty days; but, lo, Michael, one of the chief 
princes, came to help me: and J left him® there with ‘the 
14 prince of!” the kings of Persia. Now I am come to make 

1 | have here restored the 5 before YN. Cf. 101618, where it has been 
preserved. See p.256 sq. 

* Behrmann (followed by Montg.) rightly emends MT TD\s ‘ Uphaz’— 
a vox nulla—into }): cf. Cant. 54 where with the LXX we should read 
15) OND, Mention of gold from a definite country of this world is against 
the character of Apocalyptic in such a context. 

8 The text adds here ‘and I retained no strength’—a gloss drawn from 


ro’ which weakens what has been already said, 

4 SoLXX and Pesh. MT reads ‘on my face with my face to the ground ’— 
a conflate text. 

5 So LXX and Th. See p. 260 0n the corrupt and conflate text of the MT, 
and the translation given alongside above. 


6° With LXX and Th. and most scholars I have emended NN) into 
ynavnin. See note zx loc. 


7 Restored with LXX and Th. 
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thee understand what shall befall thy people in the latter 

15 days: for there is yet a vision for the days. And when 

he had spoken unto me according to these words, I set 

16 my face towards the ground, and was dumb. And behold 

one like the similitude of the sons of men touched my 

lips: then I opened my mouth and spake and said unto 

him that stood before me, O my lord, by reason of the 

vision my pangs have come upon me, and I retain no 

17 strength. For how can the servant of this my lord talk 

with this my lord? for as for me tstraightwayt! there 

remained no strength in me, neither was there breath 

18 leftin me. Then there touched me again one like the 

Ig appearance of a man, and he strengthened me. And he 

said, O man greatly beloved, fear not, peace be unto 

thee, be strong, *and of a good courage.? And when he 

spake unto me, | was strengthened, and said, let my lord 

20a speak; for thou hast strengthened me. Then said he, 

21a * Thou knowest wherefore I am come unto thee. And 

now I will tell thee that which is inscribed in the writing 

2ob of truth. Howbeit* I am returning to fight with the 

prince of Persia: and when I go forth, lo the prince of 

21b Greece shall come. And there is none that holdeth with 

XI me against these, but Michael your prince. And as for 

me in the first year of Darius the Mede, I stood up to 
confirm and strengthen him. 


SECTION XP 


i.e. Chapters XI. 2-XII. 4. 


XI. 2-4. The Kings of Persia and the overthrow of the kingdom 
of Persia by Alexander the Great; his empire divided on his 
death into four kingdoms. 5-20. The Ptolemtes and the Seleu- 
cidae before the time of Antiochus Epiphanes. Their conflicts for 
the possession of Palestine. Utter defeat of Antiochus III the 
Great by the Romans, and his death in 187 2.c. His successor 
(187-175) dies through a conspiracy. 21-39. Rise of Antiochus 
Epiphanes: his first Egyptian campaign (25-28)—the second 

1 Pesh, and Vulg. om. 

2 So 6 MSS, LXX., Th., Pesh., Vulg. MT ‘ yea be strong’. See note 


wm loc. 
3 See p. 265 seq. for a recovery of the right order of the text. 


3266 Ce 
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in 168 B.C. (29-39), and his attempts to pervert the Jews. 
40-45. Transition from history to prophecy. 

XII. 1-3. The final woes and triumph of the righteous accom- 
panied by the resurrection of the pre-eminently righteous and 
wicked. 4. The angel commands the Seer to seal and conceal 
the book. 


2 And now will I show thee the truth. Behold there shall 
stand up yet three kings of Persia; and the fourth shall 
be far richer than they all: and when he is waxed strong 
through his riches, he shall ‘rouse himself against all the 

3 kingdoms" of Greece. Andamighty king shall stand up, 
and shall rule with great dominion, and do according to 

4a, b his will. And when he is waxed strong,’ his kingdom 
shall be broken, and shall be divided towards the four 

4c winds of heaven: *but not to his posterity, for it shall be 
4e,f rooted up; and his kingdom shall be for the others 
4d besides these: but not according to his dominion where- 

5 withhe ruled.® And the king of the south shall be strong, 
‘but one of his princes shall be stronger than he!,* and 

6 have dominion; and his dominion shall be a great 
dominion. And at the end of years they shall join 
themselves together ; and the daughter of the king of the 
south shall come to the king of the north to make an 
agreement: but she shall not retain the strength of her 
arm, ‘neither shall his seed stand!;° but she shall be 
rooted up,’ and they that brought her, and Aer soa,’ and 


1 So Th. and practically LXX. MT reads ‘stir up the realm’+ or ‘stir 
up all against the kingdom of Greece’ 

® Emended with Graetz, Bevan, Driver, &c. MT reads ‘shall stand up’. 
See note p. 275. 

8 Emended by transposition of clause (@) after (/) and of the vav from 
before ond to the word that precedes it. MT reads ‘but not to his 
posterity nor according to his dominion wherewith he ruled ; for his kingdom 
shall be plucked up, even for others beside these’, See p. 276. 

4 So LXX, Th., Vulg., MT reads ‘and one of his princes; and he shall 
be stronger’. See p. 277. 

5 So Th., Vulg., and Sym. MT reads ‘neither shall he stand nor his 
arm’, 

6 So Iemend the text with the help of the LXX. MT reads ‘she shall 
be given’, See p. 279. 

7 So Von Gall, Marti, &c., emend the corrupt MT which reads ‘he that 
begat her’, See p. 279. 
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7 he that obtained her in those times. But out of a shoot 
from her roots shall one stand up in his place, who shall 
march against the army, and shall enter into the fortress 
of the king of the north, and shall deal with them, and 

8 shall prevail: and also their gods, with their molten 
images, (and) with their goodly vessels of silver and of 
gold, shall he carry captive into the south;1 and he shall 

9 refrain some years from the king of the north. And he 
shall come into the realm of the king of the south, but 

10 he shall return into his own land. And his son shall 
war, and shall assemble a multitude of great forces, and 
* attack him,’ and overwhelm, and pass beyond: and he 

11 shall again carry the war even to his fortress. And the 
king of the south shall be moved with choler, and shall 
go forth, and shall fight with this same king of the north: 
and he shall raise a great multitude, but the multitude 

12 shall be given into his hand. And the multitude shall 
be swept away, and his heart shall be upliited: and he 
shall cast down tens of thousands, but he shall not prevail. 

13 And again the king of the north shall raise a multitude 
greater than the former; and he shall *attack him® at the 
end‘ of years, with a great army and with great ® substance. 

14 And in those times there shall many stand up against the 
king of the south: also the children of the violent among 
thy people® shall lift themselves up to establish the 

15 vision; but they shall fall. So the king of the north 
shall come, and cast up earthworks, and take a well- 
fenced city. 


1 MT interprets and so reads: ‘ Egypt’. 

2 So 13 MSS., Pesh. (and LXX), Cf. 1118. MT reads ‘come on and on’ or 
‘come repeatedly ’. 

3 So many MSS. and the LXX (though corrupt) eioeAcdoerae [eis av77jv] 
én’ avtév where the words in square brackets are a duplicate rendering. 
Cf, 11619, MT reads ‘come repeatedly ’. 

4 MT adds ‘of the times’. 

5 So LXX. MT reads ‘much’. See note on 117° (Comm.). 

6 e.g. Tobiadae. Montgomery takes them to be a party of Zealots. 
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Restored Text 


15¢-e And the forces of ‘the 


king of '? the south shall? 
make a stand, even the 
élite of his troops, but the 
strength to withstand shall 


THE BOOK OF DANIEL 


XI. 15- 
MT 


15¢-e And the arms of the 


south shall not withstand, 
neither his chosen people, 
neither shall there be any 
strength to withstand. 


be 
16 


| 


18 


T8c-4a 


lacking. 


And so he that cometh against him shall do according to 
his own will, and none shall stand before him: and he 
shall stand in the glorious land, and in his hand shall be 
annihilation. And he shall set his face to come with the 
strength of his whole kingdom, ‘but shall instead make 
an agreement with him:'*® and he shall give him the 
daughter of women, to destroy it;* but it shall not 
stand, neither shall it come to pass. After this shall 
he turn his face to the isles, and shall take many: 


Restored Text 
"but a chief shall put 


MT 
18° 4 But a chief shall cause 


an end to his contumely 
(even) unto annihilation: yea 
he shall requite him with his 
own contumely'. 


the reproach offered by him 
to cease: tyea moreovert 
he shall cause his reproach 
to turn upon him. 


19 


20 


2I 


Then he shall turn his face toward the fortresses of his 
own land: but he shall stumble and fall, and shall not be 
found. Then shall stand up in his place one that shall 
cause an exactor to pass through with royal splendour : 
but within a few days he shall be destroyed, neither in 
anger,’ nor in battle. And in his place shall stand up 
a contemptible person, upon whom had not been bestowed 
the honour of the kingdom: but he shall come in time of 


1 So Th. (also LXX though corrupt). 
2 MT adds ‘not’ against LXX and Th. 
5 So LXX, Th., and Vulg. MT reads corruptly ‘and upright ones with 


him and he shall do’. 
4 ‘ Destroy it’. 
5 So by means of the Versions I emend 18%4, 


See p. 290. 
See p. 290 seq. 
For a discussion of this 


difficult passage see p. 292 seqq. Bevan’s emendation does not account for 
the MT nor for the Versions, nor yet does that of Marti. 


® Rather ‘not in a fair face to face encounter’. 


See p. 296 seq. 
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22 security, and shall obtain the kingdom by flatteries.!. And 
armies shall be utterly swept away® from before him, 
and shall be broken; yea also the prince of the covenant. 

23 And from the time they shall 
makea league with him tie shall ae ees et 

23” work deceitfully: for he shall So ae 

ay ‘ 

hike “heeGeld iondibecome® ht be shall stake: the 
24 strong with asmall people. In Pee eat sm ance 

2 ; ; unexpectedly against a 

time of security he shall attack mighty force (and) lay 
even the fattest places of the waste a province.’ 

provincet ;* and he shall do 

that which his fathers have not done, nor his fathers’ 

fathers ; he shall scatter among them prey, and spoil, and 

substance: yea, he shall devise his devices against the 

25 strongholds, even for a time. And he shall stir up his 
power and his courage against the king of the south with 
a great army; and the king of the south shall war in 
battle with an exceeding great and mighty army: but he 
shall not stand, for they shall devise devices against him, 

26 and ‘his anxieties shall wear him out and shall work his 
ruin! and his army °shall be swept away’: and many 
shall fall down slain. 

27 And as for both these kings, their hearts shal] be to do 
mischief, and they shall speak lies at one table: but it 
shall not prosper; for yet the end shall be at the time 

28 appointed. And he shall return into his land with great 
substance; and his heart shall be against the holy 
covenant ; and he shall do (his pleasure) and return to his 


1 The MT word is here a corruption of the original and shorter form 
mpbna. 


2 So Bevan by emending OWN into Ow. MT reads ‘ with the arms of 
a flood shall they be swept away’. See p. 208. 

5’ So MT. In the margin I have given a possible restoration of the text 
based on the LXX. This would probably mean that Antiochus with a small 
following of the people would reduce the entire people and lay Palestine 
waste. The reference to Palestine, if correctly interpreted, would be 
proleptic here. See p. 299 seq. Bevan transposes the vav in 24* and 
renders ‘and by stealth he shall assail the mightiest men of (each) province’ 
(comparing 85), Text uncertain. 

4 So LXX and Th. MT corrupt: ‘ yea they that eat his meat shall work 
his ruin.’ See p. 302 seqq. 

5 So Bevan, Driver, &c. point the text. MT reads ‘shall overflow’. 


39? 


29 


30 


31 


32 


8 1 


34 
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own land. At the time appointed he shall return, and 
come into the south; but it shall not be in the latter time 
as it was in the former. For MT 

' those who go forth from the Kittian ships. 

west’ shall come against him; and he shall be cowed 
and shall return, and have indignation against the holy 
covenant, and shall do (his pleasure) : and, he shall return 
and have regard unto them that forsake the holy covenant. 
And armies sent by him shall make a stand, and they 
shall profane the sanctuary, even the fortress, and shall 
take away the daily burnt offering, and they shall set up 
ahorror that appalleth. And such as do wickedly against 
the covenant shall he pervert by flatteries : but the people 
that know their God shall be strong, and do (well). 
And they that be wise among the people shall instruct the 
many: yet they shall fall by the sword and by flame, by 
captivity and by spoil (many) days. Now when they shall 
be overthrown they shall be holpen with a little help : and 


34>*there shall join them many MT 


35 


35’some of them that be wise 


36 


e¥ 


fin the city and many! in ‘their 34>‘Many shall join them- 


several homesteads'.? And selves to them with 
flatteries.’ 


: MT 
*shall be wise so as to refine 35> shall fall, to refine 


and make themselves pure,* to amongst them and to 
the time of the end: because purify [and to make 
it is yet for the time appointed. them white.] 

And the king shall do according to his will; and he shall 
exalt himself and magnify himself above every god, and 
shall speak marvellous things against ‘a God of gods: * 
and he shall prosper till the indignation be accomplished : 
for that which is determined shall be done. Neither 
shall he regard the gods of his fathers, nor the desire of 


' See note on p. 305 for this emendation of the corrupt MT. 

* See note p. 310 seq. for this emendation on the basis of the LXX. 

* See note on p. 311-12 for this emendation of the text on the basis of 
the LXX. See ral’, 

* Te. DYN ON. Contrast Deut. rol”, Ps, 1362, where the article before 
DTN gives the sense ‘the God of gods’, i.e. onbsn wide. The Seer 
is writing from the standpoint of Antiochus, just as in 247 (see note on 
Transl.) he is writing from that of Nebuchadnezzar, and so describes the 
God of Israel as a ‘God of gods’, ice. pads NON. Cf. 245 also. 
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women, nor regard any god: for he shall magnify himself 

38 above all. But instead thereof shall he honour the god 
of fortresses: yea, a god whom his fathers knew not shall 
he honour with gold, and silver, and with precious 
stones and pleasant things. 


eT 
39 And he shall use for 39 And he shall deal with the 
the strongest fortresses ' the strongest fortresses by the 
people’ of a strange god ; help of a strange god ; 


whomsoever he recognizes, he shal] honour highly: and he 
shall cause them to rule over the many, and shall divide the 
40 land fora price. And at the time of the end shall the king 
of the south make a thrust against him: and the king of the 
north shall storm against him with chariots, and horse- 
men, and with many ships; and he shall enter into the 
tcountriest? and shall overwhelm and pass through. 
41 And he shall come into the glorious land, and * tens of 
thousands* shall be overthrown: yet these shall be 
42 delivered out of his hand. He shall stretch forth his 
hand also upon the countries: and the land of the south® 
43 shall not escape. And he shall have power over the 
treasures of gold and silver, and over all the precious 
things of the south.° 
44 But tidings out of the east and out of the north shall 
alarm him: and he shall go forth with great fury to 
45 destroy and exterminate many. And he shall plant the 
tents of his palace between the sea and the glorious holy 
mountain; yet he shall come to his end and none shall 
help him. 


' See p. 316 seq. for the above emendation. 

2 On a possible restoration of this unsatisfactory text see p. 319. 

3 So De Wette, Bevan, &c. emend the MT which reads ‘many (lands) ’. 

4 MT adds here against the universal usage of apocalyptic the names of 
the contemporary and immediate enemies of the Jews, when they were 
warring against Antiochus. The addition is: ‘Edom and Moab and the 
chief of the children of Ammon.’ See pp. 319-20. 

5 MT interprets this word and reads ‘ Egypt’, see p. 321 and note. 

6 MT and Versions add the gloss ‘And the Libyans and the Ethiopians 
shall be in his train’, a gloss as unjustifiable in this literature as in that in 
1141, Here also all the authorities have interpreted the word ‘south’ as 
Egypt. See note on 118. 
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XII. And at that time shall Michael stand up, the great 
prince which standeth for the children of thy people: 
and there shall be a time of trouble, such as never was 
since there was a nation even to that same time: and at 
that time thy people shall be delivered, every one that 

2 shall be found written in the book. And many of them 
that sleep in the dust of the earth* shall awake, some to 

3 everlasting life, and some to * everlasting rejection.?, And 
they that be wise shall shine as the brightness of the 
firmament ; and they that turn many to righteousness as 

4 the stars for ever and ever. But thou, O Daniel, shut up 
the words and seal the book even unto the time of the 
end: tand many shall run to and fro and knowledge 
shall be increasedt.* 


SECTION LA 
i.e. Chapter XII. 5-10. 


5-7. Vision of other two angels, one of whom states the duration 
of the troubles just foretold. 8-9. The Seer declares his inability 
to understand the things which he has just heard and asks for an 
explanation of them. But the angel refuses save in that he repeats 
what has been already said in XI. 35, that the time of the end 
would be a time of trial and probation. {11-13. Two later and 
successive additions designed to extend the period of 1150 days, 
which were to elapse before the advent of the Kingdom on earth, 
first to 1290 and then to 1335, tn order to bring the prophecy 
into accord with history. 13. Promise to the Seer that he wilt 
live to see and inherit hts lot in the coming Kingdom. | 


1 So LXX, Th., Pesh., Vulg. MT reads ‘land of dust’. 

2 For the grounds for this text see note 7 Joc. The MT and the Versions 
take different directions. The difficulty arose from the word INV. MT = 
‘to shame (and) everlasting rejection’. Here the first word was a marginal 
interpretation of the second, which was incorporated into the text without 
a copula. The LXX gives three interpretations of this word, one of which 
is right: Th. omits the right interpretation and reproduces the two wrong 
interpretations. See p. 328 seq. T. Benj. ro* supports in using this passage 
the contrast of only the two opposites ‘life’ and ‘rejection’. See Introd., 
§ 14.h. Comm., p. 323 ad med. : 328 sq. 

8 So MT. This thought seems wholly out of place. If we follow the 
LXX we obtain a text which is absolutely in keeping with the eschatological 
thought of the time: ‘till the many become apostates and the earth is filled 
with iniquity.’ The darkest hour ushers in the dawn. See p. 331 sqq. 
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5 Then I Daniel looked, and behold, there stood other two, 
the one on the brink of the river on this side, and the 

6 other on the brink of the river on that side. And I said’ 
to the man clothed in linen, which was above the waters 
of the river, How long shall it be to the end of the 

7 wonders? And I heard the man clothed in linen, which 
was above the waters of the river, when he held up his 
right hand and his left hand unto heaven, and sware by 
him that liveth for ever that it shall be for a time, times, 
and an half; *and when the power of the shatterer of the 
holy people shal/ come to an end’ al] these things shall be 

8 finished. And I heard, but I understood not: then said I, 
O my lord, what is the interpretation® of these things? 

g And he said, Go thy way, Daniel: for the words are shut 

ro up and sealed till the time of the end: *'till’ many refine 
and make themselves pure;* And the wicked shall do 
wickedly ; for none of the wicked shall understand: but 
they that be wise shall understand. 


Here the book ends, and ends—not with the promise of 
future blessedness to a solitary individual ; for that had already 
been declared to be the guerdon of all that had been faithful 
at a great cost (12”). The book closes with the further promise 
of spiritual enlightenment to the divinely wise on the vexed and 
dark questions of God’s dealings with the faithful and the world 
at large. It marks a great advance. As God is sole ruler of 
the world, all history is one and all the kingdoms of the earth 
subserve His will, and eternal life and divine wisdom are the 
heritage of all that render Him pre-eminent service. 


1 So LX X—a reading required also by the context. MT = ‘(one) said’, 
See p. 333 sq. 

2 Text as emended by Bevan on the basis of the LXX, which needs 
however to be corrected otherwise than he assumes. MT = ‘And when 
they have made an end of breaking in pieces the power of the holy people’. 
According to the emended text the duration of the oppression—33 years— 
and the oppressor are here mentioned together as in 7°. See p. 334 sq. 

2 "So LXX. MT=“end’. Seep. 335 sqq- 

4 So LXX. MT ‘Many shall purify themselves [and make themselves 
white] and be refined’. Here as in 11°5 there is an interpolated clause in 
the MT. But the order of the words here is likewise wrong. The ‘smelting’ 
or ‘refining’ should precede as in 1155 ‘the purifying’. See p. 337. The 
‘till’ is preserved in the LXX and implied in Th. 
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(First Appendix X11. 11 added by the Author to bring his prediction 
into accordance with history by adjourning the date of tts 
fulfilment.) 


11 And from the time that the daily burnt-offering shall be 
taken away, and a horror that appalleth set up, there 
shall be a thousand two hundred and ninety days. 


(Second Appendix X11. 12-13 made by a contemporary interpolator 
on the failure of the emended prediction in X11. 11.) 


12 Blessed is he that waiteth, and cometh to the thousand 
three hundred and five and thirty days. 

13 But go thou thy way! and take thy rest, for thou shalt 
stand in thy lot,? at the end of the days. 


1 MT adds against LXX and Th. ‘to the end’, i.e. till the end be. 

2 T,e, shalt live to inherit everlasting blessedness in the coming Kingdom 
on earth. Even S. Paul thought, according to his earlier Epistles, that he 
would live till the actual second Advent of Christ, and without passing 
through the gate of death become a citizen of the everlasting Kingdom of 
Christ. The words ‘stand in thy lot’ imply that the Seer will survive the 
coming of the Kingdom: not that he shall rise to share in it as it is uni- 
versally taken. See p.341. Here the interpolator has fallen from the role of 
one writing as it were from the 6th cent. B.c., and writes as a contemporary 
of the Maccabees and the real writer of the book. Hence the promise to 
the Seer that he will survive to inherit the Kingdom. ‘J1D} is not used of the 
resurrection from the dead. The interpolator should have used YP ny * time 
of the end’ which in our author is always used eschatologically, as the 
following notes will show. 

It is important for the student of Daniel to recognize these facts, as no 
lexicon or commentary has hitherto done so. 

1°, ‘End of the days’ (DOA Nyp, 18: cf. 1515: in Aramaic ND) NYP 
4° 64)), This phrase is never used eschatologically in our author and never 
refers to the advent of the kingdom. But the interpolator did not recognize 
this fact and took this phrase to be synonymous with ‘ the time of the end’, 
i.e. YP NY. See 4° below. Our author always uses the phrase ‘end of 
the days’ to mark the close of some definite crisis in the lives of the 
personalities with whom he deals. 

2°. ‘End of years’ (OY Pp). This phrase has no eschatological meaning 
in our author but is used practically in the same sense as phrase 1°. 

3°. ‘The latter days’ (ND) NINN 27: DOT NNN 104). This phrase 
is used eschatologically in our author, as embracing the final period of history 
preceding the advent of the kingdom; also the emended text of 92° 
Dnyn Pa: see p. 382 n. 6. 

4°. ‘Time of the end’ (YP Ny). This phrase is always used eschatologi- 
cally in our author and refers definitely to the advent of the kingdom: 
cf. 817, 115, 4°, rot, ®, This is the phrase the interpolator would have used, 
had he been familiar with our author’s usage. 


ADDENDA ET CORRIGENDA 


The Prophets were not thinkers but mystics and forthtellers 
of the will of God, and dealt mainly with the present duties and 
destinies of man. The Apocalyptists were thinkers and sought 
to explain all history as a unity. The greatest of them, as our 
author, combined the teachings of Prophecy and Apocalyptic. 
So far as we know, he was the first to recognize this unity. 

Owing to their lack of metaphysical gifts and their belief that 
the gifts of Prophecy had died out before the second century B.c., 
the educated Jews set no value on the lessons of Apocalyptic. 
The book of Daniel, written by the Great Unknown, was not 
recognized by the Massoretes as having a place among the 
lowliest of the prophets: even amongst the Hagiographa he was 
generally placed by them amongst the last three writers. In 
short the Massoretes were unable to appreciate Apocalyptic and 
were in fact ignorant of its gifts and character. 

In profound contrast stands the judgement of the Early 
Christian Church. Not only did it admit this Great Unknown 
among the prophets, but dividing the prophets into two groups— 
the Four Major and the Twelve Minor—they actually included 
the Great Unknown in the first group. Who was answerable 
in the Christian Church for this? The Christian Church was 
right. Daniel is the only prophet who dealt with life both 
here and hereafter. 


Pape shoe/Ufe ti read 11°77 44%, 

. 283, 1. 18 delete the article before D780. 

. 287, 1.13 abimo for ony read onyn. 

311, 1. to abimo for DAN read On, 

311, 1.6abimo for ed. read rd. 

. 313, 1. 13 ab imo transpose Sir. 37° and Dan. 11°°°. 
. 315, 1. 19 for the read a. 

. 315, |. 21 add: see note on 11°" (Transl.). 


aca MlasIa+MlacIia-Mlacliac) 
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P. 324, 1. 4 ab imo for Again in 12!° owing to the interpolation 
of 121512 yead In 1213 which is also as ro11,12 interpolated. 

P. 328, 1.18 for -py read N7Dy. 

P. 328, 1. 22 for ‘any becomes a Synonym’ read ‘3ny wrongly 
becomes a synonym’. 

P. 328, ll. 4, 8 ab imo for apind read nypsnb. 

12 320, Ito for omopay read o7opay aiwmoy, 

P. 341, 1. 12 for in read after. 


INDEX I 


The black figures indicate page numbers, 


Abed-nebo 17 
Abbreviations and Brackets, Introd. 
§ 28 
Adonis, i.e. Tammuz 316 
Ahasuerus 9! 
Alexander the Great 85-8, 2), 113 
Alexander’s kingdom divided 202 sq. 
[Ammon] rr‘! 
ancient of days, (one like unto)* an 
qe), 1S8lisq. 
Ancient of days, the 7[*], 22, 182, 192 
angel, unnamed 10” 1% 15, 16, 18, 20 
angels, i.e. the Watchers, God’s coun- 
cil 41013), 1407) 
attendants on God 7!° 
interpreters of visions 71° §1 
patron- 10}% 
Annalistic Tablet of Cyrus 128, 141: 
Introd. § 26 
Anointed one, an, Onias III 978 
Anshan 112 
‘answered and said’ 2° n. 
Antiochus I Soter 278 
II Theos 278, 280 
III The Great 284 
IV Epiphanes 19, 297 sqq.; 
Egyptian campaigns 301-6 
Apocalyptic, in, proper names of 
individuals, nations, countries not 
mentioned as a rule save under 
symbols and never when the Seer 
is referring to contemporary events 
281-3, 305, 319-21 
as distinguished essentially from 
prophecy, Introd. § 3. 4 
Apollonius, governor of Coele-Syria 
296 


Aramaic, eastern and western, origin- 
ally one and the same: Introd 
§ 18; 29-30 

Aramaisms 110 (ter), 18, 82,5, yol7, 21 (bis) 
1111, 12, 17,24(2), 7528 (So LXX) : Introd 
§ 22 

Arbela, battle of 201 

Arioch 2'4 

Artaxerxes 273 

Ashpenaz 1° + 

Assumpt. of Moses 170 

Astyages 138 

Azariah 1° al. 


Baal of heaven 252 

Babylon, conquest of 112 

Babylonian Historical 
Sydney Smith) 108 

2 Baruch 171 

Bath-kol 99 

bear, symbol of Median Empire 75 

beast, fourth, i.e. Greek Empire 7% !! 

beasts, the four, from the sea 7? 

‘before’ a divine or semi-divine being, 
‘to speak’ 676) (so rightly LXX), 
It (10), 12) Gj,) 14° 8) ge. Introd: 
§ 20. w. 

but when respect is lacking ‘ to speak 

to’ 616 (15); Introd. § 20. w. 

Bel, temple of, in Elyinais 294 

Belshazzar, son of Nabuna’id, vassal 
king of Babylon 5}, 108-113 

Belteshazzar 17, 276 al. 

Berenice, daughter of Ptolemy II, Phil., 
married to Antiochus IJ 278-80 

Berosus 4, 110, 141 

Beryl 10° 


Texts (ed. 


* Although the words in brackets have been lost in the MT and Versions, 
they are preserved in Clem, Alex. Paed. ii. 10 doe madatds jpepy : also in LXX, 


Dan, 73°. 


In any case they must be restored. 


+ The form ?JDDN appears in an incantation text found in Nippur as Montg. 


in his Avam. Incant, Texts 145 shows. 
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bibliography: Introd. § 27 
book of destinies of the world to be 
shut up and sealed 12‘ ® 
life 121 n, 
books of judgement 71° n. 
Books, the, i. e. the Canonical Scrip- 
tures 9? n. 


Cambyses 145, 273, 281° 

Canopus, Decree of 281 

Captain of the guard 2!4 

Carchemish, battle of 4 

Chaldeans, as an ethnic designation 
1* n., 5°, gt 

denoting astrologers 2%, al. 

Chasidim 309 sq. 

‘chief princes’ (i.e. archangels) 1o!8 n. 

Chronological Tables: Introd. § 23 

chronology of O.T. between Exile and 
Daniel incorrect 244 sq. 

Cleopatra, sister of Antioch. Epiph., 
married to Ptolemy Epiph. 290 sq. 

clouds, on the 7° n. : 
+witht} the 7!° n. 

Coele—Syria and Palestine—source 
of strife between Syria and Egypt 
278, 285 

Commentaries, 
Introd. § 27 

concubines 5? n. 

cornet 3° 

counsellors 3? n., *4, al. 

covenant, the holy 1178, 927 n, 

Cyaxares 138 

Cyrus 121, 629 28), rol 

conquests of 8! n. 

‘King of Persia’—a wrong designa- 
tion after his conquest of Babylon * 
to! n. 

Annalistic Tablet of, § 26 

Cyrus Cylinder 141: Introd. § 26 


recent, on Daniel: 


Daniel written originally in Aramaic : 
Introd. § 6. After undergoing dis- 
location from its original context 
after 2‘°* and other evils incident 


OF DANIEL 


to its secret origin, its secret re- 
production by skilled and unskilled 
copyists, and its circulation, it was 
in part rendered into Hebrew 
between 161-153 B.c. by three 
translators, to whom we owe res- 
pectively 1-2*, 8-10, 12, and 11, 
1-3,195sq., 268-9: Introd. §§ 9-11 

date of: Introd. §§ 1. a, 16, 17, 20 

allusions to, in later literature: in 
Sibylline Oracles, 1 Enoch, 1 Macc., 
Test. XII Patriarch, Jubilees, Pss., 
Solomon, Wisdom, Zadokite Frag- 
ments, 2 Baruch, 4 Ezra, N.T.: 
Introd. § 16. 2. 

Aram., misuse of apocalyptic forms 
in: Introd. § 14. m, 372 n. 8 

didactic aims 1°, 57-8, 84, 113-14, 
146 

dislocations of text: Introd, § 14. g: 
Introd. § 14. Z 

divided into ten Sections each defi- 
nitely dated: Introd. § 4 

doctrines, characteristic, of : Introd. 
§ 24 

first to recognize the unity ofall history 
—and not a Greek or any other 
historian: Introd. § 3. a, p. xxv 

interpolations in MT of: Introd. § 14.4 

lacunae in 8, 59, 86, 129, 150(°?), 
163 

master of the magicians 4°, 51 


misuse of Hebrew words: Introd. 
§ 14. k 

wrong order of words in MT: Introd. 
Sk 

narratives and visions—dated: In- 
trod. § 4 


pseudonym of, chosen by our author 
—not to be identified with any of 
the three Daniels in O.T. 16 n. 

replacement of one word by another 
in MT, having a different or wrong 
meaning: Introd. § 14.7 

textual authorities of, in genealogical 
table: Introd. § 15 


* Cyrus King of Anshan became ‘King of Persia’ in the ninth year of his 


reign (See Annalistic Tablet, cxxii sq.). 


He and his successors were called 


‘Kings of Persia’ only according to Hellenistic usage in order to distinguish 
them from the Greek dynasties that took their place. 


INDEX I 


Theology of: Introd. § 24 
Versions of : Introd. § 13 
Daphne, games at 317 
Darius Codomannus 201 
Hystaspes 144, 148. 198, 273 
the Median Darius—a mythical per- 
sonage 139-46 ; seeks to set Daniel 
over the empire 64), and succeeds 
in doing so 629(28) 
days, the latter, 228 
determinism in apocalyptic: Introd. 
§§ 3.d: a4.d 
decision 357 n. 2 
deputies 375% 27, 68 
determiners or soothsayers 227, 44, 571 
dualism in D. : Introd. § 24. d 
dulcimer (or bagpipe) =cvppavia 35 n. 
Dura 3}! 


Eagle 74 

edicts, royal.32950, 251588 (454°) 362), 
626-27 (25-26). 

[Edom] 11#1 n, 4 

+Egyptt—an interpretation of the 
symbolic term ‘south’ 118,42, 43 

Elam 8? 

Elymais invaded by Antiochus 203 

empire, the fourth—-the Greek 167-8 

later but wrong interpretation of 
168-72 

empires, the four—Babylonian, Me- 
dian, Persian, Greek 166-72 

enchanters 2? n. al. 

‘End of the days’—in non-eschato- 
logical sense (DOA NYP) 18, 
43169) 

— years 1°, 1138 

wrongly used D7 yp 1215 

in eschatological sense (D7 NINN) 
to'* (Hebr.), 2° (ND). MINX 
Aram.) 

‘End, time of the’ (=advent of the 
Kingdom) P Ny—eschatological 
sense 817, 115,40, yo4;9, 394 n, 2 

‘End of the times’ (O'nyn YP MT) 
ragthy Bis y (Gals, Zl 
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Enoch, 1 and 2 91, 168, 179, 181-3, 
184, 185, 187, 221, 262, 266, 309, 
310, 326, 327 

|‘ Entreat the favour of’] 9! n. 

[Ethiopians] 1148 

Eulaeus 302 

Evil-Merodach 57, 110, 114 

Ezra Biblical—much earlier than D. : 
Introd. § 17 

Ezra, Fourth 169, al. 


family, solidarity of the—entailing 
community of punishment 674 n. 

fasting as a preparation for a vision 
Ooo". 

foods, unclean 18—'0 


Gabriel 815-19 n., 9% 
interprets the 70 weeks 92°72" 

Gaza, battle of (g12 B.c.) 278 

‘gate’ of the king 55 

Gehenna, specific character of, due to 
a false etymology 12”, 329 

God, i.e. the true God (D)NONA always 
with the art.) 12917 9% 24 

God of gods, a cpmds 75s), i.e. the 
God of Israel from Nebuchadnezzar’s 
standpoint 217 


cords bx) * the God of Israel from 
Antiochus’s standpoint r1°° 
God of heaven, the, (NOW n5x) 4 
ale on, 
god, a strange 11°? 
god of fortresses 11°° 
governor 3? al. 
Grammars (Semitic) of Daniel: Introd. 
§ 27 
Greece, King of, 8?! 
glorious land, the 89, r11¢, 4! 
holy mountain, i.e. Mt. Zion 11% 
Gubaru or Gobryas 112, 144, 145, 149 


Hananiah 1° al. 
hand = power 111° 
harp («i@apis) 3° 
hats 371 


* Contrast Deut. 1017, Ps, 136? oben bx ‘the God of gods’. 
+ The same phrase occurs in Cowley 30%27-*8, 329%, 
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[head, visions of the] 


Semitic expression, 
228, 42(), 7(10), 10018) 71515 


2%8°__non- 
349 n, 2— 


heart = intellect 41°C%, 74 

heavenly tablets 266: n. on 107! 

heavens=God 4%3@6 n, Here only 
miOn. 

Hebraisms 219, 43487), 528 

Hebrew, late, of 11, 268-9 

Hebrew sections of Daniel from three 
translators of original Aramaic: 
Introd. § ro 

Heliodorus 173, 295 sqq. 

Hellenizing party 249 sq., 307 

Herald 34 

he-goat, 

95-7, 21 

[ Hiddekel]} 104 

‘holy gods, the’ [ 458), 6(9), 19(18)], 511,14 

‘holy one’=angel 41'3), 818 

‘holy ones’ or ‘saints’ = glorified 
Israel 738 

Hophals 4586% ; 9 times in D : once 
in E.: Introd. § 20. 

horn, great, the, i.e. Alexander the 
Great 8°, 8,21 

little, the, i.e. Antiochus Epiphanes 7® 
horns, the ten 77—172 sq. 

‘horror that appalleth’ 977 n. (251-2), 
118! (307-8), [1211] = image and 
altar of Zeus in Temple. 

host of heaven=the people of God 
Se chy 7 oreo min. 

prince of the, i.e. God 81! 

‘hour, in the same’ 5° n.: Introd. 
§ 20. q 

‘house of God’=late for ‘house of 
Yahweh’ 17, 10 

houses to be made a dunghill 2° 


i.e. Alexander the Great 


images erected by Babylonian kings 
56-7 

interpolations. See under ‘ Daniel’: 
Introd. § 14. 2 

Ipsus, battle of, (gor B.c.), 202, 278 


Jason, high-priest 246, 307 

Jehoiakim 1! 

Jeremiah’s prophecy of restoration 
after seventy years 9%, 225-6 
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Jewish chronology, errors in, 244-6 

Judah, exiles of 2%: cf. 1° n. 

Judas Maccabaeus 309-10 

Jupiter Capitolinus 316 (115°). 

Justin Martyr 183: preserves frag- 
ment of pre-Theodotion Version : 
Introd. § 25 

Jussives in eastern 
Aramaic: Introd.20.s, 4160, 5 

misuse of jussivesin Hebrew (g times) 
Tin; 


and western 
10 (bis) 


King =kingdom 87° n. 

King of kings, the—a Persian title 
Un. 

Kingdom of God—an everlasting one 
aft, [431084], 627026) 

the Saints which is God's kingdom— 

an everlasting one 7!*°7 

Kingdoms, the four: see ‘Empires’ 

+Kittim+ a late gloss or a corruption 
T1200, 


Labynetus, i,e. Nabuna’id 109 

Land, the glorious 8°, 1116; 41 

Latter days, i.e. end of the days 278, 
to: $94 n. 2 

Law, the, i.e. the Jewish religion 
6505), 725 

Leopard, symbol of Persian empire 
169 

[Libyans] 114°, 391 n. 6 

life everlasting 12? 

{liveth for ever, He] 48'G#) 

Living God, the 62009) 


Maccabees, the 309 (11°4) 
Macedonian empire, the, 46 (2*°), 49, 
277 sq. 
divided into four empires 49 (24%), 
277 sq. 
Magicians 2” al. 
Magnesia, battle of (190 B.c.) 2gr sq. 
‘make it his aim’—contrast Hebrew in 
18 and rr? 
mantels 371 
marriages of the Seleucidae and the 
Ptolemies 49 (248), 278 (11°), 290 
(r117—text corrupt), 388 n. 3 
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Massoretic text—wholly secondary— 
a. medley of conflicting revisions 
4-6, 79 sqq., 119-28, 146 adfin.: 
Introd. § 14, 151 sqq. 

corrupt in at least 46 passages: 
Introd. xiv. a—f 

conflates two distinct types of text in 
64(3),29 : see p. 150 sqq. 

dislocates the text often: 
§ 14. a and references 

interpolates the text very frequently : 
Introd. § 14. # and references 

interprets text where it should re- 
produce the original 118, 29,4%,43 

misuses words and phrases: Introd. 
14. k, m and references: 341 ad 
fin. : 872n. 3: 394 n.2 

uses phrases in later or wrong order : 
Introd. § 14.2 

Mattathias 309 

Medes designated as Persians by 
Greek writers 187 (578 n.) 

regarded by our author as conquerors 
of Babylon 139 sq. 

Media, sketch of history of 1388 

Median empire, mythical, of Darius 
the Mede 46 (2° n.), 189-46, 
177 

+Melzart =‘ steward’? 11,16 

méné, tékél, pérés 52-8, 133-7 

Menelaus of Benjamin 247 

Meshach, i e. Mishael 17, 24° al, 

Michael ro!? n., 4?!, ra! 

Mishael 1% 7% 11, 19 

[Moab] r14!, 320 n, 2, 391 n.4 

Most High 4140172 21(24) al,, 718 25 

God 376 n., 518) 2! 
most holy place 9” n. 
mourning precedes vision 10? 


Introd, 
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Nabopolassar 4 

Nabu-balatsu-ikbi, father of Nabun’aid 
who was the father of Belshazzar 
116 

Nabuna’id (Nabonnedus, Nabonedus, 
Nabannedochus) last native king of 
Babylonia 84, 110 

name changed on special occasions 
18 (a7 n) 

names of the true God: Lord (97) 1? 
only 

See ‘God’, ‘God of gods, a’, ‘God 
of heaven, the’ 

‘named N.’—In all earlier writings = 
mw N. or conversely N. mDw—an 
idiom unknown in D., which would 
render ‘N.Y 1’: cf. 226, 45) 16, 
to' points to yet another idiom: 
Introd. 20. 4 

national, instead of symbolic, designa- 
tions cannot be used in visions, 
only when the reference is to times 
long anterior to the actual time of 
the Seer 270-1, 281-3 

Nebuchadnezzar the King—invariable 
order of words in Older Aramaic, 
i.e. before 250 or possibly 200 B.c. 
Converse and later order once in 
three times in Dan. + 60 (3! n): 
Introd. § 20. dd * 

Nergalsharezer, i.e. Neriglissar 110 

North, king of the—one of the Seleu- 
cidae 283, 11% 7s8) 11,18, 15, 40(2) + 


‘obeyed thy command’—an emenda- 
tion 32 614 (66 sq., 158) 
officers of the king —eight classes 77-9 
‘on the clouds’ 71% 
One like—sons of men rol? 
the appearance of a man 1o!® 


* Bauer-Leander is here wrong. ‘King David’ (1)9 357) is early classical 


Hebrew, but not classical Aram. 


In the later books of the O.T. the Hebrew 


order is usually ‘ David the King’ cqdin ba 
+ Observe that the translators of the Aramaic never interpret ‘King of the 
North’ as one of the Seleucids, though they interpret ‘ King of the South’ four 


times as ‘ King of Egypt’. 


+t It would be wiser to read \PONWS xd in both these passages instead of 
wow xb which I have proposed in the sense of ‘ they have not obeyed ’—which 


the Versions require. 
3266 
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(one like unto) a man 10° 

(one like unto) an ancient of days 7%, 
872 n. 8 

Onias III 204, 246-7 (9%°) 

Order of verb in relation to subject or 
object late in D,: contrast Older 
Aram. : Introd, § 21 

Order of words, wrong in 4(8) ; 
Introd. § 14. 7 
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palace (7'2)—or rather ‘fortress’ 8? 

Paneion (Panion, Paneas), battle of 
(198 B.c.) 278, 287 

‘Peoples, nations, languages’ 31779 
al., 734 

Persian Empire 46 (25°), 167 sqq. 

Persian words 61 sq. 

Participles used very frequently as 
finite verbs in D., a sign of late 
origin: Introd. § 20. ¢e 

petition or rather ‘decision ’ 357 n. 2, 
41407) 

Philip of Macedon 287 

Philo Biblius quoted on divine names 
76 

pipe 3° n. 

Popilius Laenas 306 (115°) 

Porphyry 318 

prayer—three times a day towards 
Jerusalem 610), 14(13) 

presidents, the three 63(?) 

prince, i.e, an angel 12! 

of the kingdom of Persia ro!’ 

of the covenant, i.e. Onias III 1122 
of the host, i.e. God 8!! 

Of DHNCES) Leese ys oor 

prophets alone of all the official classes 
never blamed in our author 9'° n. 

psaltery 3° n. 

Ptolemies and Seleucidae contend for 
possession of Palestine 276 sq. 


Ptolemy I Lagi 277 sq. (11°) 

II Philadelphus 278-80 
ate) 

III Euergetes I 280-81 (11 
7-8 

IV Philopator 284-86 (11 
10-12 

V Epiphanes 287-90 (11 
13-18 


VI_ Philometor 301, 302 al. 
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Ptolemy Physcon (i.e. Euergetes II) 
304 (1127) 

Preposition with suffix before noun to 
give emphasis: Introd. § 20. qg 

repeated with suffix before noun: 

Introd. § 20. ¢g 

proleptic use of suffix introducing 
genitive: Introd. § 20. p 

pronouns peculiar to D.: Introd. 20. / 
ad fin. 


Ram with two horns—symbol of 
Persia and Media 8° 
Raphia, battle of (217 B.C.) (11!) 


Rejection, everlasting cody PNW) r2? 
wrong derivation of this phrase leads 

to false doctrine of Gehenna 329 

‘received the kingdom ’—a phrase not 
implying delegated authority 140 

resurrection 12” [15], 326-9, 341 

‘riddles’ 52 

righteous, two classes of the pre- 
eminently 330-1 

righteousness—its meaning of alms- 
giving in late Hebrew and Aramaic 
430, 97 sq. 

river, the (IN‘71), i.e. the Euphrates— 
not the Nile—in our text 1of, 12° n. 

+rivert+ Ulai—rather ‘water gate of 
the Ulai’ 8? n. 


sackbut 3° n. 
saints (or ‘holy ones’) of the Most 
High, i.e. God’s people as distin- 
guished from the other peoples of 
the earth 7141825 ; 187-8, 191 
satraps 3? n. al. 
Scipio, Lucius Cornelius 291 (11°) 
Scopas 287 sq. al. 
sea, the, the source of the world 
empires 7°, 189-91 
seas, the, i.e. the Mediterranean rr 
Seleucidae and Ptolemies,  inter- 
matriage of the 49 (2/8, 116,17) 
Seleucus I Nicator 277 
II Callinicus 280, 284 
III Ceraunos 284 
IV Philopator 294 sq. 
seventh week 95-7, 244 sqq. 
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seventy years, interpretation of the 9? 
i.e. weeks of years 924-27, 242-52 
Shadrach 17, 18 
tsheath, its} read ‘therewith’ 71, 
188 sq., 373 n. 7 

sheriffs 3? n. al. 

Shinar 12, 10-11 

Shushan 8? n. =‘ fortress’ 198 

Sibylline Oracles quoted 167 

Sidon—‘ a well-fenced city’ 288 

Solomon, Pss, of 170 

‘Son of man’ ‘one like unto a’ 
(WIN 135), i.e. the glorified Israel 
ais; 187 

(DIN f2), i.e. Daniel 817 

soothsayers 5! 

sorcerers 2? n, 

South—symbol for F.gypt 118 2%4%,48 

South, king of the, one of the Ptolemies 
£155 6 9; 1, 14, (15), 25 (bis), 40, (42), (43), 
281-3 

‘spells, loosing of? 54 n. 

stars—symbolizing glorified Israelites 
12? 

stand (7D) before =to attend on and 
other meanings, 16, 324 ad fin. 

Suffix ending in m never occurs in 
D., though frequently in earlier 
writings and the more often the 


earlier the writing: Introd. § 20, 7 


symbols used in Apocalyptic 281-3 


Tabae in Persia 322 

tablets, the heavenly 266 sq (10?!*) 

Tammuz 316 (11°7) 

tékél 525-28, 133-7 

Temple, desecration of the 811-19, 
204-11 

Ten Tribes, apostasy of, unknown to 
our author 12 sq. 

Textual authorities of D. in genealogical 
table: Introd. § 15 

Thermopylae, defeat of Antiochus at, 
291 

thousand, two, and three hundred 
evenings and mornings 814, 212 

Thracian Chersonese 291 

‘three, one of’ 57, 126 
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Tiberius embassage of 
318 n. 

time of the end, (/P AY=NNS PIP 
Aram. ?) used eschatologically 817, 
19 (yD), 112 40, 12449113), 394 n, 2 

time of trouble ra! 

times = years 418(16) 

times, i.e. set times for Jewish worship 
(N30t) 7%, 194 

times, three, and a half 7%, 127, 

Tobiadae 288 

transgression that appalleth 8'3: see 
‘horror that appalleth’ 

trousers 37! n, 

transformation of } into 4 final and 
complete in D.: Introd. § 20. e: 
p. Ixxxv 


Gracchus, 


Ulai 8%1%, i.e. the Eulaeus, 199, 213 

unclean meats 19 

unity of all history—recognized first 
by our author and not by Greek, 
Roman, or otherhistorians : Introd, 
§ 3. a, p. xxv 

+Uphaz+ to®, 384 n 2 


vav apodosis with Impf. three times in 
1-2** but not once in 8-12, 6-9 
Versions of Daniel: Introd. § 13 
Pre-Theodotion Fragment preserved 
in Justin Martyr § 25 
vision by night 7? 
to be shut up 876 
visions, four, of Daniel 164-341 
+visions of the head} 278°, 425), 7010)» 
1018) 91,15 349 n, 1: Introd. § 14.f 


watcher 410(13), 1407) 

water gate 8%%;6, 198 sq., 375 n. 5 

wise, the 113555, 723,10 

+with+ the clouds 7% 

‘wives and children’ 674, LXX, 
Pesh , Vulg., 370 n, 2 


Xerxes 273, 282 


Zadokite Fragments: Introd. § 16 
Zeus Olympius 315 
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Some Aramaic and Hebrew words and phrases. 
from different translators of the Aramaic. 


The Hebrew appears to be 
Erroneous uses of both Aram, and 


Hebr. words due to the translators, Massoretic revisers as well as to the errors 


incidental to transmission, 
have earlier in the book. 


SIPPY NIN} 392 n. 1 

WAIN 61 

TIN 44 

+52N+ cviii, 199 

+IDIN 258, 384 n, 2 

NIN 30, 346 n. 2 

(VHX) NINN 130, 365. 

INN 46 

+MMNN+ 335 

NIDTIWNN 61 

BINWNN 224 

YIN 179 

‘MN c. Part—use in D 68 sqq. 

syndy sing. (?) in Old Aram. 353 n. 2 

ody SN = ‘a God of gods’ 390 n. 4 

abs abs rls.  Se0.ne a 
390 n. 4 

ION 42 

roy ‘these’ peculiar to D: Introd., 
§ 20. h, Ixxxvii 

MIN 90 

YIN 32 

PIN (Qr.) (Az. }N) only in nom.in D; 
Introd., § 20,4: 161 sq., 370 n, 2 

NWIN (AZ NWIIN) 92 


The brackets used have the same significance they 


DWIN (Heb. duetoerror. Rd. NWN) 
93 
DN 155 


JIIDN 318, 322 

D'DN 296 

bys 201 

NIN 125 

JIN 42 

NNN 156 

ANAD IN (but ‘M)I72 in 6") 119 
NIN 98 

JD NYIN (contrast 19 Nby 150) 46 
AYNWN 209 

AWN 27 

nod WN =lest (Aramaisms) 3, 20 
DMOINWN (Hebraism) 94 

PMN ‘furnace’ 64 

NMSNN 188 

JIPYNN 179 sq. 


PINA 34 

ya (Old Aram.) 189 
3} 224, 236, 255 al. 
NIA 224 

m3 198 


1 This verb is very variously used in our author by the translators. Thus in 
81", ro! (Hiph.) it means ‘to understand’ ; in 8°, 9* (Hiph.) ‘ to give heed to’: 
in 1!” (Hiph.) 2 ‘to understand’ but in 128 (Qal) ‘to hear’ but not ‘to undebs 
stand’ c, ; in 827, 9%? (abs.) ‘to teach’ (abs.). It has also other uses in the six 


Hebrew chapters, 
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$3 159 
aynwda : Introd. § 6. n. a 
+nda+ 204 


pnde 2-76; cf. 350 n. 3 
xwodN2 159 


4) 156 

mia, CAP.) :\ a3 (Or.) 178 

j2) ‘certain’ only indefinite in D.: 
Introd. § 20.v: see Cowley 301 al. 

bx N72) (emphatic) ‘these men’ 
353 (ad init.) : Introd. Ixxxvii 

yn 28 

NV 118 

»a 36 


PANT 46 

+fint+ 160 

“ = 671 recitativum : Introd. § 20. u 
j271 ‘these’: Introd. § 20. 


37 only after its nom. (11 times) : 
corrupt in 415 08) 93, 358 n. 1 
Nn ‘law’, ‘judgement’ 32 
‘ Jewish religion’ 152, 194 
SINT ‘counsellors’ 62 


JI“NM ‘even as’ 49 

+2 WIIA+ 249 sq., 382 n. 11 
prawn 75 

D1 31 

mabp “40 295 sq. 

NINYWA 38 

[717] 339 

JH (late) 264 

ym (Hephal) 67 

yn% (Haphel) in 5° 

[ ‘- ] 6 : rd. YN with Vulg. 161 sq. 
mn‘ (Hophal ?) 159 

npn 62 
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1bn 218 

N27 Or. 125 

{7 ‘if’, frequent 

+f rd. ‘for’? with MSS, 69 sq., 
354 n. 2 

npd3n 161 

‘YT 39 

ndyn 125: cf. 87 

NUS 67, 353 n. 3 

(ndyn) 150 

PWT} rd.1a7p 67 with LKX, &c. 
152 sq., 368 n. 2 

[e377 } om, in 6!6 (15) 
5 = ‘kept watch’ in 62(), 
153 sq., 369 n. I 

nnawn7 (cf. 2°4 Nannn) 39 

nyannn 299 

nipnn Hoph‘al 102: (Introd, § 20.7: 
almost peculiar to D.) 

nooinna (5*) Hebraized form of verb: 
cf. 433 : 


PYNT 132: cf. 238™ 
YT 42 

1} 63 

+D DY (21°) 20 
Dphy, DIyrr 22 


nyaw In (Old Aram.) 70 

[pin] Introd. § 14.4: 256, 319 sq., 
391 nn. 4, 6 

mMNIN 42 

ayn (Old Aram.) 21 

min ‘fitting’ 70 

59505 SIM Introd. Ixi, 36, 372 n. 6, 
373 n. 3. 

yydyd (na) NUIM(3) 347 n. 4 

prrdyd “In| rd. sing. and not plural 
347 n. 4 

+ININ+ 90 
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mpdn ‘flatteries’ 308 sq. 
¢mpopbm4 11244, 297 sq. 
MYNON WN 10! 1, 237 
DAN 27 

Nyon 118 

pawn (X>) 100 sq. 
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IND 161 
NW ‘fasting’ 160 


TN) 1257 ‘Nile’ but in our author 
‘ Euphrates’ 333 

sbnaa (Jussive, Old Aram.: Introd. 
§ 20. s), 418 09, 510, 

xb2 (Old Aram.) ‘to wear out’ 193 


uve rd. ww" Hebr. i.e. ID! 
332, 392 n. 3 

Ti’ ‘ Judaea’ 39 sq. 

b>) (= bnD) Use in D. differs from 
that in earlier Aramaic: Introd. 


§ 20. y 
pw rd. Dw 311 


[Sno] 101 

{ns 34 

NITY 217 

TY + 235 

NIy) 192 

+O IW} 117 rd. DW" as in 116 
n’ 66 

any 194 


2 (with temporal meaning where Older 
Aram, has by 161 

353 (Old Aram.) 32 

ba Introd, § 20, y 

}D 156 

MMS ‘together’ 44 

b> with suff, in Old Aram. but not in 


our Author: Introd. § 20, 
xd = demonstrative pronoun 98 
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$ap-b> Introd. § 20.7 


xd> 238 

435 295 

POY pINy(>) 372 n. 8 

[753] used by Massoretes to replace 
mind as LXX and Vulg. prove, 238, 
382 n. 3 

nH 71 

NDI 132 

D'IwW5 13 sqq. 

[D> | 321 

[O°n3 ] 305 sq. 

b c. acc. very frequent in D., but not 
often earlier: Introd. § 20, x 

4 c. Inf.= finite verb in D, 2118, 515; 
Introd. § 20. ¢ 

[pa>] 321 

+r75+ 188 

pawn 15(>) 100 sq. 

sind Jussive : see Introd. § 20. s 

ond 115 

manind 117 

[1255] a3 

qyd+ (era. Sy) 193 

NYSIND ‘balances’ 137 

N‘INID ‘vessels’ 115 

{M.D ‘stirred up’ 175 

yo 13 

WON 152 

yobnn 75 

MD (c. suff.) cf. NID for NNNID 62 

NM) ‘kept alive’ 132 

[NN ‘strike’] 101 (cf. 284 2) 

OMW"D ‘agreement’ 278 

D°919319 321 

DDWI) 27 

mwsbr(5 Wr) 225: Introd. § 20, ¢ 
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#) x21 this order of words always 
earlier than third century B.c. 
60 sq.: Introd. § 20. dd 

5p ‘my counsel’ 97 

dbp (ec. bY) 162 

N21 [8319] 133-137, 366 n. 3 

xwow ‘yn 159 

PVEH 235 

WD (Inf.) 130 

+O°8+ an interpretation! of 33) 
281, 321, 391 nn. 5, 6 

N¥Pid see NYP 

NW 51, 98 

D9 (see O' 132) 102 

yr 304 

N72 WwraD 308 

NW (Inf.) 130 

NMPNWD 63 

+PwaNwD+ 124 

pnw 119 

ND 62 


MAA 32 

KNW) 118 

[ 733] 183 sq., 373 n. 1 
+iIT3+ see xd 188 sq. 
['n3] 221, 379 n. + 
NIN I+ (rd. NINA 262 
ns1n) (Niph, Constr.) 248 
ON (Niph.) 306 

DMD) 281 

\PB2 (but Or. APHI) 117, 184 
NNIS2 49 

pI¥3 212 


91D (34) 51 
NYIDDID (Or.) 64 


nmbanD 71 
PII 150 


PIN TAY+ : 18 

{TY (Aram, for NY? 394) 194 

VY ‘watcher’ 91 

w5Sy (Kz) 87 

OY (with temporal meaning) 175 

+DY+ (corrupt for by) 186 

y905 WOY ‘to serve’ 15:19 

s305 ‘WOY ‘to withstand’ 84:7, 1116 

Sy sy ‘to withstand? 8%, 1114 

[Ty | wrongly interpreted ‘to rise in 
the resurrection’ owing to an 
interpolation 341, 394 n. 2 

“TOY 214 

[ney] 319 sq. 391 n. 4 

psy 98 

mMDY 90 

WPy 92 

DY AWY 22 

3 7vY 281 

Mwy ‘thought’, i.e. (=Old Aram. 
Hithpa‘el) 151 sq. 

YP NY (advent of kingdom) used 
eschatologically 394 n. 2 

= Aram. NNN PTY ?) 
POY PNY) 372 n. 8 


nnd 61 

PPV DD 71 

*bp 210 

PNIDD (see 3") 63 
DIB 133-7 

[PD7BY] 136, 366 n. 3 
PID 97 

DYN AD 13 

IAN 17 


* Not so in 9'°, which is a late, not an early interpretation as in 1194243, 


408 
FNAY(1)F (rd. N'TSY?) 1 204-9 
jay 159 

+PIS+ rd. pp 244 

poy (an artificial form) 70 
“YBY 200, 376 n. 3 


PONP (Kt) 46 

bap and compounds: Introd. § 20. 7 

Dap? (technical use in D.) ‘before’ 
divine or semidivine beings—hence 
it is interpolated in 3°, 44(7),5(8),92(85) ; 
Introd. § 20. w 

pody wp 191 

P Wp 118 

DIN'P (Kz) 63 

bSp 258 

PYP 202 

NSP 10, 394 n. 2, 1° 

NIP 63 

DIP (dual) 199 

PPI AP 65 


NMIY 3 34 

na 96 

(Nay) 184 

(27) (MT 1199) 161, 370 n. 2 


THE BOOK OF DANIEL 


Nov 63 

+NDw+ 159 

xnbxvi 93, 357 n. 2 

NDAY 72 

bavi 116 sq. 

WwW 133 

INW 68,77 

now (Kz. Sw Or.) 77 

mbvi 220 

smbv 98 

NOW ‘heavens’—‘God’ (very late) 97 
DNY 210, 251, 308 

Mw rd. mMdy pow 118 as in 5° 
mniw 161 

NNW 64 

WwW 119 


Sainn (ds) 2*4. Jussive. See Introd, 
§ 20. s 

nbn 126 

3on(7) (late for ann ndyy) 205, 
307 

NINDSN 62 

bpn 133-7, 366 n. 3 

M|PN 155 

apn 99 

ANT 22 


* See p. 377 n. 3 for text emended by help of Versions: Pp. 204 sqq. 


2 Tn 67(6)s 148) O59 to be restored on evidence of LXX. 


If a subject ignored 


4° or was disrespectful to the king, (contrast 6(%)), he used >) and not D4p 


after WON. See 369 n. 7. 
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